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PREFACE. 

THE love of controver«*y was in no degree the 
motive for writing the following sheets. Contro- 
versy the writer considers as an evil, though often a 
necessary one. It is to be deprecated when it is di- 
rected to minute or frivoloqs objects, or w^hen 
it is managed in such a manner as to call forth 
malevolent passions. He hopes the ensuing trea- 
tise will be found free from both these objections; 
and that as the subject must be allowed to be of 
some importance, so the spirit in which it is han- 
dled, is not chargeable with any material departure 
from the christian 'temper. If the Author has ex- 
pressed himself on some occasions with /considera- 
ble confidence, he trusts the reader will impute it^ 
not to a forgetfulness of his personal deiiciences^ 
but to the cause he has undertaken to support. The 
divided state of the eiiristian world has long been 
the subject of painful refiection; and if his feeble 
efforts might be the means of uniting a small portion 
of it only in closer ties he will feel himself amply 
rew^irded. 

The practice of incorporating private opinions 
and human inventions with the constitutions of a 
church, and with the terms of communion, has long 
appeared to him untenable in its principle, and per- 
nicious in its effects. There is no position in the 
^hoie compass of theology, of the truth of which ha 



fjcels a stronger persuasion, than that no man, or set 
of men, are Entitled to prescribe as an indispensable 
condition of communion, what the New Testament 
has not enjoined as a condition of salvatipi^. To 
establish this position, is the principal object of the 
jdljowing woric; and though it is more immediately 
pccupied in the discussion o^f a case which respects 
(lie Baptists and the P^dobaptists, that case is atf 
iempted to be decided entirely upon the principle 
pow mentioned, and it is no more than the applica- 
^anof it to a particular instance^ 

The writer is persuaded that a departure from 
this principle in the denominatjion to which he be- 
j^ongs, has been extremely injurious, not only to the 
credit and prosperity of tliat particular body, (which 
is a very suborainate consideration,) but to the gen- 
eral interests of truth; and that but for the obstruc* 
tion arising fro^m that quarter, the Views they enter- 
pAn of one of the sacraments would have obtained 
^ more extensive prevalence. By keeping them* 
^ires in a state of separation and seclusion Cram 
^ther Christians, they have not only evinced an in* 
attention to some of the most impoirtant injunctions^ 
^ scripture, but liave raised up an invincible barri- 
er to the propagation of their sentiments beyond 
the precincts^ of their own party. 

It has been insinuated that the Author has taken 
tn unfair advantage of his opponents by choosing ta 
bring forward this disquisition, just at the moment 
when we h^ve to lament the loss of a person whose 
judgment would have disposed, and his abilities en- 
abled him to do amiple justice to the opposite side oC 



~&fl question. , Ihat none 

'^f them eptei in . ifor Mr. 

Tuller thiin hi r diflereuce 

of sentiment < 'hen he en- 

'tered on this fullest ex- 

pectatian of t onnter. At 

uiat time Me t good, wa? 

■uch as tige it was verj 

!4istant which lieen led to 

jnention this aflectibg circumstance, I cannot refrain 
from expressing in a few words the sentiments of 
'affectionate veneration with which I always regarded 
that excellent person while living, and cherish his 
memory nqw that he is no more; a man, whose sar 
gacitf enabled him to penetrate to the depths of ev- 
ery subject be explored; whose conceptions were so 
powerful and lupiinous, that what was recondite and 
original appeared familiar; what was intricate, ear 
ey and perspicuous in his hands; equally success- 
, ful in enforcing the practical, stating tbe theoretical, 
and discussine the polemical branches of theology: 
] without the advantage of early education, he rose 
to high distinction among the religious writers of his 
day, and in the. midst of a most active and laborious 
life, left monuments of his piety and genius which 
■will survive to distant, po^teritj. . Were I making 
iiis eulogium, I should necessarily dwell on the spot- 
.less integrity of his private life, his fidelity in friend- 
~ ship, bis neglect of self interest^ his ardent attach- 
' jnent to triith, and especially £h 6 series of unceasing 
Jabors and niertions in superintending the mission 
' to India, to which he' most prohajjly fcH a victii^ 
A2 



He had nothing feeUe or undeeisi^ in his charaeir 
ter, but to ever j undertaking in which he was enga* 
ged, lie brought all the powers pf h,is understanding, 
all the energies pf his heart; and if he were lesii 
distinguished by the cproprehensipn, than the acu- 
men and solidity ojf his thoughts; fess eminent for 
the ge^tj^cr graces, than for stern integrity and na« 
tiy^e gr^deur of mind, we have only to remember 
the necessary limitations of human excellence.^— 
While tie endeared himself to hU denomination by 
;a long course of most useful labor, by his excellenjk 
works on the Socinian and Deistical cdntroversies, as 
nvell as his devotion to the cause of missions, he laid 
the world nn^der Jasting obligations Though he 
was known to profess different view^ from the Wri- 
ter on the subject .under present discussion, it may 
he inferred from a decisive faictj which it is not ne- 
cessary to record, that his attachment (p them was 
not very strong, nor his conviction very powerful. 
Be this as it may, his sanation of exclusive commune 
ion, has no doubt .cootributed in no small degree to 
recommend it to thic denomination of whijcfa he was 
so distinguished an ornament. Tjiey who are tHe 
first to disclaim human authority In the affairs of re^ 
ligion, are not always least susceptible of its influr 
encc. 

It is observable also, thaf^ bodies of men are very- 
slow in changing their apljnijons, which with some ii^« 
conveniences is produictiye pf tliis advantage, that 
..truth undergoes ^ severer investigation^ and her 
conquests are th0 more permanent for beinj^ gr^- 
dually acquired/ On this aqpount th^ Whter'^jt 
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not 80 sanguine as to expect his performance will 
^occasion any sudden reYolution in the sentiments 
and practice of the cla3S of Christians more imme- 
/diatelj concerned; if along with other causes it uU 
timately contribute to so desirable an issue, he shall 
be satisfied. 

It maj not be improper to assign the reason for 
not noticing the treatise of the celebrated Mr. Rob* 
inson, of Cambridge, on that subject, it is not be- 
^cause he is insensioie to the ingenuity znd beauty of 
that performance, as well as of the Mh/er works of 
that original and extrmordinary writer; but because 
it rests on principles mbre lax ^nd latitudinarian, 
than it is in his power conscientiou^j to adopt; Mr. 
R. not having adverted, as far as h« perceives, to the 
distinction of fundamentals, hut constructed his plea 
for toleration,^ in such jbl manner, as to .coimprehend 
all the varieties of a religious belief. 

The only author £ have professed to, answer is the 
late venerable Booth, his treatise being .generally 
considered by oar opponen^ts as the ablest defense 
of their hypothesis. 

i have only to ad49 that i commit the following 
treatise to the candor of the public, and the blessing 
4>r God, hoping that as it is designed not to excite, 
but to allay animosities; not to widen, but to heal 
the breaches among Christians, it will meet with i6e 
indulgence due to good intentions, however feebly 
executed. 

• The intelligent reader wiU understund me to refer, not to es^- 
11 toleration by the »tate, but tbat vrUwh is exeroHcd by refigiotts 
»cletK8.* 



ON TERMS OP COMMUNION. 



WHOEVER forms his ideas pf the Church of 
Christ from an attentive perusal of the New Testa- 
inent, will perceive that unity js one of its essential 
characteristics; and that though it be branched out 
into many distinct societies^ it is still but one.-;— 
<* The Ch^rch," says Cyprian, " is one which by 
reason of its fecundity is extended into a multitude, 
in the same manner as the rays of the sun, however 
numerous constitute but one light; and the branch- 
es of a tree, however many, are attached to one 
trunk, which is supported by its tenacious root ; ^nd 
when various rivers flow from the* same fountain^ 
though number is diffused by the redundant supply 
of waters, unity is preserved in their origin.'* Nor- 
thing more abhorrent from the principles and max- 
ims of the sacred pracles can be concei\ed, than the 
idea of a plurality of true churches, neither in actu- 
al communion with each other, nor in a capacity for 
such communion. Though this rending of the 
seamless garment of our Savior, this schism in the 
inembers of his mystical body, is by far the greatest 
calamity which has befallen the Chrbti^n interest. 
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and one of th« most fatal eifejcts of the great aposi? 
tacy foretold bj the sacred penman, we have been 
so long familiarised* to it as to be scaixel j sensible 
of its enormity^ nor does it excite surprise or con- 
cern, in any degree proportioned to what would be 
felt by one who had contemplated the church in the 
iirst ages. To see christian societies regarding each 
other with the jealousies of rival empires, each aim- 
ing to raise itself on the ruin of all others, making 
extravagant li^oasts of superior purity, generally in 
exact proportion to their departure from it, and 
scarcely deigning to acknowledge the possibility of 
obtaining salvation out of their pale, is the odious 
and disgusting spectacle which modern Christianity 
presents. The bond of charity, which unites the 
genuine followers of Christ in distinction from the 
world, is dissolved, and the very terms by which it 
was wont to be denoted, exclusively employed to 
express a predilection for a sect. The evils which 
result from this state of division are incalculable; 
it supplies infidels with their most plausible topics 
of invective; it hardens the consciences of the ir- 
religious, weakens the hands of the good, impedes 
the efficacy of prayer, and is probably the principal 
obstruction to that ample effusion of the spirit which 
is essential to the renovation of the world. 

It is easier however, it is confessed, to deplore 
the malady, than to prescribe the cure: for however 
importanc the preservation of harmony ^nd peace, 
the interests of truth apd holiness are still more S05 
nor must we forget the order in which the graces of 
the Spirit gire arranged. " The wisdom which is froiT> 



i^bove is first purejihen peaceabk.^^ Peace should be 
anxiousljr sought, but jilwajs in subordination to pu- 
ritj, and therefore every attempt to reconcile the dif- 
ferences among Christians which involves the sacri- 
fice of truth, or the least deliberate deviation from the; 
revealed will of Christ, is spurious in it& origin^ and 
dangerous in its tendency. If communion with a 
christian society cannot be had without a compliance 
with rites and usages which we deem idolatrous or 
superstitious, or without a surrender of that liberty 
in which we are commanded to stand fast, we must 
as we valu« our allegiance forego, however reluc- 
tantly, the advantages of such a union. Wherever 
purity and simplicity of worship are violated by the 
heterogeneous mixture of human inventions, we are 
not at liberty to comply with them for the sake of 
peace, because the first consideration in every act 
of worship is its correspondence with the revealed 
will of God, which will often justify us in declining 
the external communion of a church with which we 
cease to cultivate a communion in spirit. It is one 
thing to decline a connection with the members of a 
community absolutely j or simply because they belong 
to such a conununity, and another to j.6in with them 
In practices which we deem superstitious and erro- 
neous. In the latter instance, we cannot be said ab- 
solutely to refuse a connection with the pious part 
of such societies, we decline it merely because it i* 
clogged with conditions which render it impractica- 
ble. It is impossible for a Protestant Dissenter for 
• example, without manifest inconsistency, to become 
a member of the Established Churchy but to admit 
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the members of that cotnmunity to participate at the 
Lord's table, without demanding a formal renuncia- 
tion of their peculiar sentiments, includes npthing| 
contradictory or repugnant. Th^ cases arfe totally 
distinct^ and th^ reasons which would apply forcibly 
against the former, would be irrelevant to the latter. 
In the first supposition, the Dissenter, by an active 
Concurrence in what he professes to disapprove, 
ceases to dissent, in the lastj no principle is violatedj; 
no practice is altered, no innovation is introduced. 
Hence arises a question, how far we are justified 
in repelling from our communion those from whoni 
we diffiir on matters confessedly not essential to sal- 
T:ttian, when that communion is accompanied with 
no innovation in the rites ot worshijp^ merely on ac-* 
count df diversity of sentiment on other subjects. 
In other words, are we at liberty, or are wfe not, to 
walk with our Christian brethren as far as we ard 
agreed, or must we renounce their fellowship on ac- 
count of error allosved not to be fundamental, al- 
though nothing is proposed to be done, or i^mitted, 
in such acts of communion^ which would not equal- 
ly be done^ or omitted, on thci supposition of their 
absence? Such is the precise state of the question 
which it is my intention to discuss in these pages^ 
and it may possibly contribute to its elucidation to 
observe, that the true idea of Christian commtinioil 
is by no means confined to a joint participation of 
the Lord's supper. He who in th^ words of the 
Apostle's creed expresses his belief in the commune 
ion of saints, adverts to much more than is compre- 
hended in one particular act. In an intelligent ffs^ 
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sent to that article, is eomprehended the total of 
that sjmpathy and affection, with all its natural ex- 
}M-essions and effects^ by M^hich the f6llpvrers of 
Christ are tinited, in tonsequence 6f their union 
^th their head ^nd their joint share in the common 
salvation. The kiss of charity in the apostolic age^ 
the right hand of fellowship, a share in the bhlations 
Df the church, a comttiendatorj epistle attesting the 
exemplary character of the bearer, uniting in social 
prajer, the employment of the term brother or sis* 
ter to denote spiritual consanguinity, were all con^ 
sidered in the purest ages as tokens of tiommunitm; 
it term which is never applied in the New Testament 
texclusively to the Lord's supper. When it is ttsed 
In connection with that rite, it is employed, not to 
denote the fellowship of Christians, but the spiritual 
participation of the body and blood of Christ.* 

When we engage a christian brothi^r to present 
supplications to God in our behalf, it cannot bis 
doubted that we have fellowship with him^ not less 
real or spiritual than at the Lord's table. From 
these considerations it is natural to infer, that no 
scruple ought to be entertained respecting the law^ 
fulness of uniting to eommemomte our Savior's 
death, with those with whom we feel ourselves at 
liberty to join in every other branch of religious 
>vorship. Where no attempt is made to obscure its 
import, or impair its simplicity, by the introduction 
of human ceremonies, but it is proposed to be cele- 
brated in the manner which we apprehend to be per-^ 

* r. CDiiatliittif, s. 19. 

p 
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fectlj consonant to fhe roind of Christ, it would 
seem less reasonable to refuse' tor cooperate in this* 
bra<nch of religion than in anjr otber^ because it is' 
appointed to be a memorial of the greatest i^nstance 
of love that was ever exhibited, as well as the prin^p 
cipal pledge of christian fraternity. It must appear 
surprising that the rite which of all othei*s is most 
adapted to cement mutual' attachment, and which is 
in a great measure appointed for that purpose^^ 
should be fixed upon as tne line of demarcation, the 
impassable barrier, to separate and disjoin the foU 
lowers of Christ. He wno adn;iits his fellow ChriS' 
tians to share in everj other spiritual privilege, 
while he prohibits his approach to the Lord's table,' 
entertains a view of that institntion, diametrically 
opposite to what has usually prevailed^ he mustT 
consider it not so much in the liffht of a commemo"" 
ration of his Savior's death and passion y as a reli^ 
gious test, designed to ascertain and establish an 
agreement in points not fundamental. Accordini^ 
to this notion of it, k is no longer a symbol of ouir 
common Christianity, it is the badges and criterioif 
of a party, a mark of discrimination applied to dis-^ 
ttnguish the nicer shades of difference among; Chrie^ 
tians. How far either scripture or reason can bfr 
adduced in support of such a view of the subject, it 
will be the business of the following pages to in-* 
q.uir<^. 

In the mean while it will be necessary, in order 
to render the argument perfectly intelligible, to pre- 
mise a few words respecting the particular contro* 
versy on which the ensuing observations are mea^ff' 
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especially to l»ear. Few of m j readers probal i 
quire to be informed, that there is a class of < i 
tians pretty widely diffused through these re I 
who deny the validity of infant baptism ,. con i 
ing it as a human invention, not countenanct 
the scriptures, nor by the practice of tiie firs 
purest ages. Besides their denial of the ri^ 
infants to baptism, they also contend for the e : 
sive validity of immersion in tiiat ordioance, ir 
tinction from the sprinkling or poumg of wate 
support of the fromer, they allege the total sill 
of scripture respecting the baptism of infants , 
gether with their incompetence to comprehend 
truths, or sustain the engagements^ which they i 
ceive it designed to exhibit For the latter, 
urge the well known import of the original \ 
employed to express the baptismal rite^ which 
allege cannot, without the most unnatural viole 
be understood to command any thing less thai 
immersion of the whole body. The class of €1 
tians whose sentiments I am relating, are usv 
IcnoWn by the appellation of Baptists ; in cor 
.distinction from whom, all other Christians 
properly be denominated Pcedobaptists, It is 
my intention to enter into a defense of their p 
liar tenets, though they have my unqualified ap 
bation; but merely to state them for tlie informa 
of my readers. It must be obvious that in the j 
ment of the Baptists, such as have only rece 
the baptismal rite in their infancy must be dee 
in reality unbapHaed; for this ts only a diffe 
mode oft expressing their conviction of the inva 
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ty of infant sprinklinff. On this ground, t^ havf 
for the most part confined their communion to per** 
9ons of their own persuasion, in which, illiberal as 
it mav appear, thej are supported by ihe general 
practice of the christian world, wMch, whatever di- 
versities of opinion ma^ have prevailed, have gen* 
erally concurred in insisting upon baptism as aa in-* 
dispensi^ble prerequisite to tne Iiord's tahte. The ef« 
feet which baa resulted in this particular case has 
indeed been* singular, but it has arisen from a rigid 
adherence to a principle almost universally adopted^ 
that baptism is, under all circumstances^ a necessa.- 
ry prerequisite to the Lord's supper. The practice 
we are now specifying has usually been termed 
^riet communion^ while the opposite practice of ad-* 
mitting sincere Christians to the eucharist^ though 
in our judgment not baptized, is styled /ree commit 
ni(m. Strict communion is the general practice of 
iHir churches, though tlie abettors of the opposite 
opinion are rapidly increasing both in numbers and 
in respectability. The humble hope of casting some 
additional light on a subject which appears to me of 
no trivial importance, is my only motive for compo« 
sing this treatise, in which it will be necessary tq 
attempt the establishment of principles sufficientljr 
comprehensive to decide other questions in ecclesi* 
astical polity, besides those which concern the pre<r 
sent controversy. I am greatly mistaken if it he 
possible to brin^ it to a satisfactory issue, without 
adverting to topics in which the christiian world are 
not less interested than the Baptists. If the con« 
elusions we shall endeavor to est^iish^ 9ffewt ra 
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impartial inquiry to be well founded, it will follow 
that serious errors respecting terms of communion 
bave prevailed to a wide extent in the christian 
church. It wilt be my anxious endeavor, in the 
progress of this disciission, to avoid whatever is csiU 
culated to irritate; and instead of acting the part 
4>f a pleader, to advance no argument which has not 
been well weighed, and of whose validity I am not 
perfectly convinced. The enquiry will be pursued 
tinder two parts; in the first, I shall consider the 
arguments in favor of strict communion; in the se- 
cond, state with all possible brevity the evidence by 
tvhich we attempt to auatain the opposite practice^ 
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ARGUMENTS FOR STRICT COMMUNION 



0ON6IDERED, 

\ 



PART I. 



IN reviewing the arguments which are usually ur- 
ged for the practice of strict cominMnion, or the ex- 
clusion of unbaptized persons from the Lord^s table, 
I shall chiefly confine myself to the examination of 
fiuch as are adduced by the venerable Mr. Booth, in 
his treatise styled « An Apology for the Baptists," 
because he is not only held in the highest esteem by 
the whole denomination, but is allowed by his parti- 
zans to have exhibited the full force of their cause. 
He writes on the subject under discussion, with all 
his constitutional ardor and confidence, which, sup- 
ported by the spotless integrity, and elevated sancti- 
ty of the man, have contributed, more perhaps than 
any other cause, to fortify the Baptists in their pre- 
vailing practice. I trust the free strictures which it 
will be necessary to make on his performance, will 
not be deemed inconsistent with a sincere. venera- 
tion for his character, which I should be sorry to see 
treated with the unsparing ridicule and banter, with 
vhich he has assailed Mr. Bunyan, a name equally 
dear to genius and to piety. The reader will not 
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expect me to follow him in his declamatory excur- 
sions, or in those miscellaneous quotations, often 
irrelevant, which the extent of his reading has sup- 
plied: it will suffice if I carefully examine his argu* 
ments, without omitting a single consideration on 
which he could be supposed to lay a stress. 

SECTION I, 

^he argument from the order of tims in which hap" 
tism and the Lord^s supper are supposed to have 
been instituted. ^ 

One of the piincipal pleas in favor of ^rid cwn* 
munion is derived from the supposed priority of the 
institution of baptism to the Lord's supper. << That 
baptism was an ordinance of God," say our oppo- 
nents, << that submission to it was required, that it 
was administered to multitudes before the sacred 
•upper was heard of, are undeniable facts. There 
never was 2\. time since the ministry of our Lord's 
successorjs, in which it was not the duty of repent*- 
ing and believing sinners to be baptized. The ven- 
erable John, the twelve Apostles, and the Son of 
Ood incarnate, all united in commanding baptism, 
at a time when it would have been impious to have 
eaten bread, and drank wine, as an ordinance of 
divine worship. Baptism, therefore, had the prior" 
ity in point ot institution, which is a presumptive 
evidence that it has, and ever will have, a prior claim 
to our obedience. So under the ancient economy^ 
mcififices and circumcision were appointed aad 
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practised in l^e batriarclHil age»: iri the time of 
Moees, the pasehal feast j and burning ihcense in the 
boly f^aee^ were appointed bj the God of IsraeL^-i^* 
But the two former being prior in point of institu^ 
tion, alwajg had the priori.tj in point of admiais*- 
tration,"* 

As this ig> a leading ar^ment, and will go &r to* 
wards d^ermlning the potnt at issue, the reader will 
excuse the examination of it being extended to some 
lengths It prroceeds obtiouslj entirely on a matter of 
fact, which it assumes «$ undeniable, the primt^ in 
^int&f Uime'of the institution of christiaa baptism, to 
that of the Lord's supper; and thja a^ain rests on 
another assumption, which i» the identity of John't 
ba^ism wiflh that of our Lordr If it shouM clearly 
appear that these were two distinct ij^istitutes, the 
argument wiil be reversed, and it will he .cedent 
that the eucharist was appointed and celebrated bei* 
fere christian baptism esasted. Let me request the 
reader not to be startled at the paradoxical air of 
this assertion; but to lend an impartial attention to 
the following reasonsc 

L The commission to baptize all nations, which 
was execute^ by the Apostles after our Savior's 
resurrection, originated in bis e/cpress command^ 
John's baptism, it is evident, had no such origin.-i» 
John had baptized for some time betore he knew him; 
it is certain then, that h^ did not receive his com mis- 
sion from him. <^ And I knew him not," saith he, 
^ but that he should be made manifest to Israel^ 

9 ^oQi^'i Ap«l«fT, Pftse 41^ 
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therefore am I come baptizing with water."^ If the 
manifesting Christ to Israel was the end and design 
of John's mission, he must have been in a previous^ 
state of obscurity; not in a situation to act the part 
of a legislator by enacting laws or establishing rites. 
John uniformly ascribes hi^-^ommission, not to. 
Christ, but the Father, so that to. assert his baptism 
to be a christian institute, is not to interpret, but to 
contradict him. "And I knew him not,'' is his lan- 
guage, " but he that sent me to babtize with water, 
the same said unto me, Upon whom thou shaU see 
the Spirit descending and remaining on him, the 
same is he which baptizeth with the Holy Ghost.-r- 
And I saw, and bare record, that this is the Son of 
God." It was not till he had accredited his. mission) 
by many miracles, and other den'onstrations pf ^. 
preternatural power and wisdom, that our Lord, 
proceeded to modify religion by new institutions^ of 
which the eucharist is the first example. But a 
christian ordinance not founded on the authority of 
Christ, not the eifect, but the means of his manifes' 
tation, which was first executed by one who knew 
him not, is to mcf'an incomprehensible mystery. . 

2. The baptism of John was the baptism of re-n 
pentance^ or reformation, as a preparation for the 
approaching kingdom of God: the institute qf. 
Christ included an explicit profession of faith in a 
particular person, as Lord of that kingdom. The 
ministry of John was the voice of one crying in the 
wilderness, ^* Prepare ye the way of the Lord, make 
his paths straight." All he demanded of such as 
repaired to him, was to declare theii convictioa that 
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the Messiah was shortly to appear, to repent of theit* 
sins, and resolve to frame their lives in a manner 
agreeable to such an expectation, witht)»t requiring 
a belief in any existing individual as the Messiah.—^ 
They were merely to express their readiness to bei- 
lieve on hiiti who was to come,'^ on the reasonable 
supposition that his actual appearance would not 
fail to be accompanied with attestations sufficient te 
establish his pretensions. The profession required 
in a candidate for christian baptism^ involved an his^ 
4orical faith, a belief in a certain individual, an iU 
lustrious personage, who had wrought miracles, de- 
^[^lared himself the son of God, was crucified under 
Pontius Pilate, and rose again the third day. As 
the conviction demanded in the two cases was total- 
is distinctfit was possible for him who sincerely 
avowed the one, to be destitute of the other; and 
though the rejection of Christ by John's converts 
^ould have been criminal and destructive of salva- 
tion, it would not have been self contradictory, or 
absurd, since he might sincerely believe on his tes- 
timony that the Christ was shortly to appear, and 
tnake some pi^parations for his approach, who was 
Hot satisfied with his character^ When he was actual- 
ly manifested. 

That such was the real situation of the great body 
«f the Jewish people, at our Lord's advent, is evi- 
dent from the evangelical records. In dhort, the 
profession demanded in the baptism of John was 
nothing more than a solemn recognition of that great 

 A«ti 19, A^ * 
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artiete of the Jewish faith, the appearmce <ff 4he 
Messiahy accomimDied indeed with this additional 
ciFCumstance, that it was nigh at hand. The faith 
required by tiie Apostles incliided a persuasion of 
all the miraculous facts which thej attested, oom- 
prehending the preternatural coneeptipiiy the Deitn 
incarnation and atonement, the miracles, the deatV 
«nd the reaurrection of the Lord Jesus. In the one 
!was contMied a ^neral expectation of the speedj 
Appearance of an illustrious person under the char- 
acter of the Messiah;^ in the other, an explicit dee^ 
laration that Jesus of Nazareth, whose life miiS 
death arerecorded in the Evangelists, was the ideiw 
4!tcal person. But in order to eonstitute an ideiititjr 
in religious rites, two things are requisite, a same^ 
tsessifi^e corporeal action, and a sameness in the^ 
Import. The action* may he the same, jet the rite»^ 
totally different, or christian baptism must be co^n^ 
founded with legal Jewish puriiications,^^ the greater' 
-Bart of which consisted in a totlil immersion of the^ 
body in water. The diversity of signification, the 
distinct uses to which they were applied, constitute 
their only difference, but quite sufficient to rend^ 
•It absurd to consider them as one and the sai^e* 
And surely he is guilty of a similar mistake who^- 
misled' by the exact resemblance of the actions phys- 
ically considered, confounds the rite intended to re»- 
nounce the future, though speedy appearance of the 
Messiah, without defining his person, and the cere-* 
moity expressive of a firm belief in an identical pec- 
son, as already manifested under that illustnous' 
character. 
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S. Christiaii baptism was invariably administeredf 
ki the name of Jesus; while there was sufficient ev* 
idence'that John^s was not performed' in that name. 
That it was not diniiig.the m-st s^geof hi& ministry 
is certain^ because- we learn' iVom his own* declara- 
tion, that when he first executed his commission he 
did not know him, but was previously apprised- of w 
mtraeulous sign ^ which should serve to i(£entify him 
when- he appeared. In' order to obviate- the suspi- 
cidn of coilusioft or conspiracy^ circumstances were 
80 arranged that John remained ignorant of &e per- 
son of the Sasrlor, andpossessed^ at the commence- 
ment- of his career^ that ^ knowled^- only of the 
Messiah^ which was. common to enlightened Jews% 
If we suppo6«' htm- at a subseqiient perk)d' to have 
incorporated the name of Jesus^ with his* institute^^ 
mi alteration so striking^ would unquestionably have 
lleen noticed' by the Evangelists^ as it must h»ve 
wecasioned' among the people much speculation and 
sui^pi^Kse, of which- however, no traces are percepti- 
ble. Besidtis, it is impossible to peruse the gospels 
with at'tention,. without remarking the extreme re- 
serve maintaiiMrd by our Lord, with respect to his 
eUim tcy the' chara-cter of Messiah,^that he studious- 
^ avoided, until his arraignment before the High 
Friest, the pubHc\declaration of that fact^ that he 
wrought his^ principal miracles in tlie obscure prov- 
rnce-of GalUlee,- often accompanied with strict in- 
kiuctions of secrccyj; and that the whole course^ of 
Ai& ministry, till its concluding scene, was so con- 
clue ted, as at once to aiford sincere inquirers suffi- 
e^ientevidence of his* mission arid to elude the malice 

C 
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bf his ebemies« In descending from the mount of 
transfiguration, where he had been proclaimed th€ 
Son of God From the most excellent glory ^ he strict-^ 
iy charged the disciples who accompanied him to 
tell no man t»f it, till he was raised from the dead. 
The appellation he constantly assumed was that of 
the Sofi of Man, which whatever be its precise im- 
port, could bj no construction become the ground 
of a criminal charge. When at the feast of dedica* 
tion^ << the Jbws t^ame around him In the temple^ 
saying, how long dt>st thou kee[i us in suspense $ if 
thoQ he the Christ (tell us plainly:" he replied, <<I 
have told you and ye believe not: the works which 
1 do in my Father's name they bear witness of 
tne."* From this passage it is evident that our 
liord had not tiitherto publicly and explicitly af^ 
firmed himself to be the Messiah^ or there would 
iiave been no foundation for the complaint of these 
Jews; nor dt)es he on this occasion expressly affirm 
it, but refers them to the testimony of his works^ 
without specifying the precise import of that attes- 
tation. In the progress of his discourse, however, 
lie advances nearer to an open deiiaration of his 
Messiahship than on any former occasion, affirming^ 
his Father and himself to be one^ in consequence ot 
which the people attemf)t to stone hitn^ as guilty of 
blasphemy, in making himself the Son of uod. As 
His time was not yet comei he still maintains a de^- 
gree of his wonted caution, and vindicates his as- 
sumptioQ of that honor, upon principles far inferior 

^ Mn 10. h^ 3»» 
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to what he itofghi justly have urged. Yet such was 
the effect of this discourse, that in order to screen 
himself from the fury of his enemies, he found it 
necessary immediately to retire beyond Jordan. In 
an advanced stage of his ministry, we find him in-> 
quiring of his disciples the prevailing opinions en? 
tertained respecting himself; on whi^ they reply, 
<< Some say thou art John the Baptist, others Eiias, 
others Jeremiah, or one of the Prophets." That he 
was the Messiah, was not, it is evident, the opinion 
generally entertained at that time, by such as were 
most favorably disposed towards his character and 
pretensions, which it could not fail to have been, had 
this title been publicly proclaimed; but this was yio 
far from his intention, that when Peter, in the name 
of the rest of the Apostles, uttered that glorious 
eonfession, <^Thou art the Christ, the Son of the 
living God;" our Lord immediately enjoins secre- 
cy. What he enjoined his disciples not to publish, 
he certainly did not publish himself, nor for the 
same reason suffer it to be indiscriminately proclaim- 
ed by his forerunner. But if we suppose John to 
baptize in his name, we must suppose what is equiv- 
alent to an explicit declaration of his being the 
Messiah ; for since he on all occasions predicted the 
speedy appearance of that great personage, the peo- 
ple could not fail to identify with him, the individr 
ual whose name was thus employed, and all the pre- 
cautions maintained by our Savior would have been 
utterly defeated. For what possible purpose could 
he forbid his disciples to publish, what John is sup? 
posed to have promulgated as often ap he admistefY 
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^dilie baptismal riteP and how sbaM we accauttt<m 
this hypothesis for the diversity yof opinion which 
-preraded respecting his character^ amoi^ those who 
were thoroughly -convinced of the Divine mission of 
that |;reat Prophet? From these 4X>nsiderations, in 
addition to the total silence of scripture, the judU 
rcious reader, I presume, will conclude without hesU 
tation, that John did not baptiz.e in the name of Jer 
BUS, which is an essential ingrredient in christian 
baptism; and though it is administered, in fact in 
the name of each person of the blessed Godhead, 
Hot in that of the Son only, this instead of impair^- 
•hig, strengthens the argument, by enlarging stiU 
&rther the difference betwixt the two ordinances ia 
^question; for none will contend thut John invmersed 
Jiis disciples in the name of the Holy Trinitv. 

4. TMe baptism instituted by our l40i;d^ is in 
scripture distinguished from that of the forerunner^ 
by the superior effects with which it was accompa- 
nied ; so that instead of being confounded^ they are 
contrasted in the sacr-ed historians. '' I indeed,'^ 
aaid John, M baptize jou with water unto repents 
ance, but there cometh one after me whojs mightier 
than i<-*he shfLll baptize you in the Holy Ghost and 
in fire." The rite administered by John was a mere 
immersion in water, unaccompanied with that efiu* 
sion of the Spit it, that redundant supply of super- 
naturfil gifts and graces'which distinguished tlie sub- 
jects nf the christian institute. On tl>e passage just 
quoted, St. Chrysostom has the following comment; 
<< Having agitated their| minds with the fear of fu^ 
tnre judgment, and the expectation of imnishm^nt^ 
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And i!h« mention of the ax$ and the rejecfioo of <heu' 
ancestors, and the substitution of a new race, to- 
|;etlier with the double menace of excisipn and burn- 
ing, and by ftU these means softened their obdurac; 
^nd disposed them to a desire of deliverance from 
these evils, he then introduces the mention of 
Christ, not in st. simple manner, but with ranch ele- 
vation; in exhibiting his own disparity lest he shoul4 
appear to be using the language of compliment, he 
commences by stating a comparison betwixt the 
benefit bestowed by each. For he did not immedi^ 
ately say, I am not worthy to unloose the latchet of 
his siioes, but having first stated the insignificance 
of his own baptism, and shewn that it had no effect 
beyond bringing thetn to repentance, (for he did 
not style it the water of remission, but of repent- 
ance], he proceeds to the baptism ordained by Christ 
whicn was replete with an ineffable gift.^^^ This 
eminent Father, we perceive, insists on the prodi- 

fious inferiority of the ceremony performed by 
ohn to the christian sacrament, from its being a 
symbol of repentance^ without comprehending the 
remission of i'ins,t or the donation of the Spirit. 
The Evangelists Mark and Luke, it is true, affirm 
that John preached the baptism of repentance for 
the remission of sins, whence we are entitled to in- 
fer that the rite which he administered, when accom- 
panied with suital5le dispositions, was important in 
the order of preparation, not that it was accompa- 

* Homily 11, on Matthcir. f Mark 1. 4. lAike $.$, 
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pied with the ii^mediate or actual collation of that 
benefit. 

Such as repented at his call, stood fair candidates 
for the blessings of the approaching dispensation, 
amon^ which an assurance of pardon, the adoption 
of children, and the gift of the Spirit, held the 
inpst conspicuous place; blessings of which it was 
the office of Johi^ to excite the expectation, but of 
Christ to bestow. The effusion of the Spirit, in- 
deed, in the multifarious forms of his miraculous 
and sanctifying operation, may be considered as 
equivalent to them all; and this we are distinctly 
told, was not given (save in a very scanty manner) 
during our Lord's abode upon earth, because he was 
not yet glorified. Reserved to adorn the triumph 
of the ascended Savior, the Apostles were com- 
inanded to wait at Jerusalem until it was bestowed, 
'which was on the day of Pentecost, when " a sound 
frpin heaven as of a mighty wind, filled the place 
"whierc they were assembled, and cloven tongues of 
fire sat upon pach of them, and they were filled 
with the Holy Ghpsf This was the first example 
of that baptism pf the Spirit, as the author of 
which, Jphn asserts the immense superiority of the 
Messiah^ not to himself only, but to all preceding 
prophets* In the subsequent history, we perceive 
that this gift was, on all ordinary occasions, confer- 
red in connection with baptisip. In this connection, 
it is exhibited by St. Peter in his address on the day 
of PentecostiT-** Repent and be baptized, every 
pne of you, in the name of Jesus Christ, for the rp? 
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mission of sins, and ye shall receire the gift of the 
Holy Ghost." 

Thus it was also in the case of Saul of Tarsus.— 
Agreeable to our Lord's prediction of the signs 
which should accompany them that believe, th'ere 
is reason to suppose a greater or less measure of 
these supernatural endow ments, regularly accompa- 
nied thf imposition of the hands of the Apostles on 
primitive converts, immediately subsequent to their 
baptism: which affords an easy solution to the sur- 
prise Paul appears to have felt, in finding certain 
disciples at Ephesus, who though they had been bap? 
tized, were yet unacquainted with these communir 
cations. " Into what then," he asks " were ye bap- 
tized?" and upon being informed '^ into John'-s bap- 
tism," the difficulty vanished. 

Since the baptism of the Holy Ghost, or the copi- 
ous effusion of spiritual influences, in which primi- 
tive Christians were, so to speak, immersed, was ap- 
pointed to follow the sacramental use of water, un- 
der the christian economy, while the same corporeal 
action performed by John was a naked ceremony, 
not accompanied by any such effects, this difference 
betwixt them is sufficient to account for their being 
contrasted in scripture, and ought ever to have pre- 
vented their being confounded, as one and the same 
institute. 

5. The case of the disciples at Ephesus, to wiiich 
we have just adverted, affords, a demonstrative 
proof of the position for vyhich we are contending; 
for if John's baptism was the same with our Lord's, 
ppoa what principle could S^iiut Paul proceed ii^ 



32 

«dniDlsiering the latter to snch as had already t^ 
ceived the former. As I am aware that some have 
attempted to denj so plain a fact, I shall heg leave 
to quote the whole passage, which, I am persuaded, 
viii leave no doubt on the mind of the impartial 
reader:— -^Ht came to pass while Ap<4k)s was at 
Corinth, Paul passing through ttie upper coasts, 
came to Ephesus, and finding certain disciples, said 
unto them. Have ye received the Holy Ghost since 
ye believed? but they replied, We have npt even 
neard that there is an Holy Ghost. He said unto 
them, into what then were ye baptized? they said 
Into John's baptism. Paul replied, John indeed bap* 
tized with the baptism of repentance, sayipg unto 
the people, that they should believe on him whjO was 
to come, that is on Jesus Christ. And when they 
heard this, they were baptized in the name of the 
Lord Jesus; and when Paul had laid his hands up^ 
on them the Holy Ghost came upon them and they 
spake with tongues and prophesied." I am con- 
scious that there are not wanting some who pretend 
that the fifth verse* is to be interpreted as the lan- 
guage of St. Paul, afiirmifig that at the command 
of John, the people were baptized in the name of 
jjesus. But not to repeat what has already been ad- 
vanced to shew that is contrary to fact (for who^ 
I might ask, were the people, who at his instigation 
were baptized in that name, or what traces are in 
the evangelical history of such a practice during the 

* *' Wl\en they heard this, they wene baptized in tht name of 
the ^onl Jesus."— v^c/9 19, S. 
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<|^eriod of his iriinistryP) not to insist further oil 
Ihis, it is obvious that this interpretation of the pas- 
sage contradicts itself: for if John >told the peopli^ 
that they were to heiieve on him who was to corne^ 
this was equivalent to declaring that he had not yet 
manifested himself; while the baptizing in his nam6 
as an existing individual, would have been to affirm 
4he contrary. Besides we must remark, that tli^ 
persons on whom St. Paul is asserted t(» have laid 
.nis hands were unquestionably the identical persons 
who are affirmed in tlie preceding verse to have beea 
•baptized; for there i« no other antecedent, so tbat if 
the meaning of the passive be what some contend 
ibr, the sacred histonan must be supposed to assert: 
;that he laid his hands, hot on the twelve disciples at 
£phesus, but on John's converts in general, that the 
fioly Ghost came upon them, and that they ^ak^ 
with tongues and prophesied, which \» ineHabljf* 
absurd. 

Either ihis must be supposed or the words which 
in their original structure are most closely combi^ 
«ed, must be conceived to consist of two parts, thd 
first relating to John's converts in ceneral^ the se- 
>cond to tlie twelve disciples it Ephesus; and thfe 
relative pronoun expressive of the latter descrip- 
-tion of personS) instead ^ being rcoojoined to the 
^recedingdause, must beTefem^ to an antecedent^ 
.removed at the distance of three versus. In the 
whole compass of theological -Controversy^ it would 
"be difficult to assign a stronger instance of the force 
of prejudice in obscuring a plain matter of fact; nor 
is it easy to conjecture whatxoukl b^ the tftmptetiott 
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to do such violence to the language of scripture, and 
to everjr principle of sober criticism, unless it were 
the horror which certain divines have conceived, 
against every thing which bore the shadow of coun- 
tenancing anabapti^tical error. The ancient com-^ 
mentators appear to have felt no such apprehensions, 
hut to have followed without scruple the natural 
import of the passage.* 

6. Independently of this decisive fact, whoever 
considers the extreme popularity of John, and the 
multitude of all descriptions who flocked to his bap^ 
tism, will find it difficult to believe, that there werQ 
not many in the same situation with these twelve 
disciples. The annunciation of the speedy appear- 
ance of their Messiah was the ^nost welcome of all 
Intelligence to the Jewish people, and did not fail 
for a time to produce prodigious effects. 

The reader is requested to notice the terms em^ 
ployed to describe the effects of John's ministry, 
andt compare them with the language of the historit 
^n, in depicting the most prosperous state of the 
church. << Then went out to him Jerusalem* and 
all Judea, and all the coast around about Jordan, 

* The intelligent reader will not be diipleased to see the opinion 
of St Attitin on thit point, tt it almott unnecessnry to My thAt it 
)■ deeisirely in gar favpr ; nor doe* it appear ^b»t any of the V»> 
thers entertained a doi|bt on the Mibjeet. In eonsuiting the opin- 
ion of those who contended that •uch as were reolaifoed from her- 
esy ought to be rebapti^edy be represe|kts them as arguing, that if 
the converts of *fohn required to be rebaptized, inueh mr>re those 
vrho were converted from heresy. Since they who had the bap- 
ti;nii of Johi| were commanded by Paul to be baptized, pot having; 
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and were baptized in Jordan, confessiDg their sins/'' 
"Where is such language emplojed to represent the 
success of the Apostles? l^eir converts are nu- 
merically stated, and at some distance from our 
Lord's ascension^ appear to have amounted to about 
£ve thousand^ whtliB a great majority of the nation 
continued impenitent and incredulous. We read of 
no party formed against the Son of Zechariah, no 
persecution raised against his followers; and such 
ivas the reverence in which h6 continued to be held 
after his death, that the scribes and pharisees, those 
determined enemies to the gospel, dared not avow 
their disbelief of his mission, because all the people 
considered him as a prophet, liie historian Jose- 

Shus^ who is igeneraliy supposed by the learned to 
ave made no mention of our Savior, bears decisive 
testimony to bis merits, add imputes the misfor« 
tunes of Herod to the guilt he contracted by putting 
him to death.* 

From these consideratiohs, I infer, that if we sup* 
pose the converts made by the Apostles to have beeu 
universally baptized, on their admission into the 

^ Antiq. ^od. Lib. 8, CoIODr 1691. 

the liaptiitti of Christ* vhy do yon ettol the meriti oi Joha^ and 
lieprohate the misery of hereties. " I eooeede to you,** say t St. 
Austin, *' the misery of hereties: hue hereties give the bapusm 
of Christ, whieh John did not give.'* 

The comment of Chrysostom, «a the pa s s age under eoBsideni<> 
tion, is eiquaily decisive. *< He (Paul) did not say to tliem that 
Ihe baptism of John was nothing, but that it was iaeomplete ; nor 
4oct he say this tlmplyy or vidiotit having a ftirther purpose in 
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ebnrefay (a &Qt not ditmbted by onr opponents^ 
multitudes of them must have been in the iome sit^ 
itation- with the disciples at Ephesus. How is it 
possible it should have Been otherwiseR- When the 
jtutnber of his converts were so prodigious, when the 
imbmisston to his institute appears to have been al- 
most national^ when of so small a number as twelve, 
two at least of the Apostles were of hi& disciples, 
ivho can doubt for a moment, that some at least of 
the multitudes who were converted on or after the* 
day of Pentecost, consisted of such as had previQusly 
submitted to t^e baptism of John? Is it possible that 
the ministry of the forerunner, and of the'Apostles^' 
of our Lord, shouldboth have been prodiictive of 
such great effecte among the same people, at the dis- 
tance of a few years, witfaoik pperatin^ iii a single- 
Instance' in the- same direction,- and upon the same 
|»ersons; Amongst the converts on the day of Fen-- 
tecost, and at subsequent periods, there must have 
been no inconsiderable number who'had for a time 
been sufficiently awakened' by the ministry of Johtt- 
to comply with this ordinance; yet it is evident from 
fte narrative in the Actsy as well as admitted by our 



view, but that he miglit teach and peraimde them to be baptized in 
the nameofJcsutywhieh they were, and received the lioly Ghost, 
by the mying on of Paul's hatids."' In the oonrse of hit exposition , 
be solves the Oif&eultjr aiteriJmg the supposition of disciples at 
£phesu8, a place so remote from Judea* having received baptism 
&OA John; ** PerhapSy" says he, " they were then on a journey, 
and went out and were liaptized. 'But even when they were bap- 
tised, they knew not Jesus. Nor does he ask them, do ye be« 
ttece on Jena, but haye } e received the Holy Ghoei I Ue knew 



Opponents, mat Peter enjoined on them ally witHotit 
exception, the d9tj of being immersed in the name 
of Christ. That such a description of persons 
should need to be converted by the Apostles, wilt 
easily be conceived,' if we allow ourselves to reflect 
on the circumstances of the times. << He was 4 
burning and a shining light,'^ said our Lord^ speakf 
ing of his forerunner^ << and je were willing for ft 
time td rejoice in his light." This implies that 
their attachment was transieiit^ their repentance 
superficial, and that th^ greater part of suclt 
as appeared for awhile most determined to press 
into the kingddm of God^ afterwards sunk in* 
to a state of apathy^ The singular spectacle of a 
prophet arising^ afW A long cessation of prophetic- 
al gifts^ his severe sanctity, his bold and alarmine 
address^ coinciding witii the general expectation o£ 



that they liAd iK>t T«i6eiVe^ it, bat it jekirodi of speaking td iliem^' 
Ithat on learning that they vere destitute of it, they might be in« 
dueed to seek it A httle afterwards he adds, <* Well did ha 
(Paul) denominate the tmptitm of John, the baptism of repent<» 
ance, and not of remission; instructing and bersunling that it vaa 
destitute of that advantage: but the eneet of that which was given 
afterwards^ was remission .^'-o^AmzYjr in hco^ Vol. 4. £^dnae.-— C 
am aware tl\at very learned men have doubted the autheotici^ o£ 
Chrysostom's Commentary on Uie Acts, on account of the suppo^ 
sed inferiority of it to his other expository wqrks: But withoulr 
having recourse to so violent a supposition, its inferiority, fchoald 
it be admitted, may be easily accounted for by the negligence, ig« 
nerante. or inattention of his amanuensis; supposing (which is nU: 
improbable) 'that his discourses were taken irom his lips. Frona 
the lime he was sixty years of age, he permitted his diseoursea Hm 
be taken down in short hand, ju^t at k« delivered theia.*-"JSti«:^ 
Lt'y 6, c. 2$. 
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ttie Messiah, mado a powerful impression on the" 
lipirits' of men, and disposed them to pay a profound 
attention to his ministry; and from their attachment 
to every thing ritual and ceremonial, they would feel 
Ho hesitation in subtuittingto the ceremony he en- 
joined. But when the kingdom which they eagerly 
anticipated, appeared to be altogether of a spiritual 
nature, divested of secular pomp and grandeur, 
when the subli»fier mysteries of the gospel began to 
be unfolded, and the necessity inculcated of eating 
the iiesh, and drinking the blood of the Son of Man^ 
the people were offended, and even of the professed 
disciples of our Lord, ntany walked no more with 
him. A general declensit)n succeeded; so that of 
the multitudes, who once appeared to be much mo- 
ved by his ministry, and that of his forerunner, the ' 
number which persevered was so inconsiderablev 
that all tha^ could be mustered to witness his resur- 
rection amounted to I'tttle more than five hundred.* 
a number which may be considered as constituting 
the whole body of the church, till the day of Pen- 
tacost. * . 

The parable of the house forsaken' for a time by 
an evil spirit, swept and garnished, to which he rer 
turned with seven more wicked thsan himself, it is 
generally admitted, was designed to represent this 
temporary reformation of the Jewish nation, togeth- 
er with its subsequent apostacy. The day of Pen- 
tacest changed the scene, the power of th« ascended 

* (. ComtliiaiiSi 15, 6. 
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Bavior began to be developed; and three thousand 
were converted at one time. Nor did it cea.^e>her.e$ 
for soon after, we are informed of a great multitude 
of priests who became obedient to the faith; and at a 
subsequent period St. James reminds the Apostle o£ 
the Gentiles^of many /mjnads of .concerted Jews, all 
zealous for the law. 

Let me ask agam, Is it possible to suppose that 
none of these mjrriads consisted of such as had beea 
baptized by John? Wer.e they all without exceptioUj 
of that impious, class which uniformly held his mis- 
sion in contempt? It is impossible ^o suppose it; it is. 
contradicted by ihe express testimony of scripture^ 
which affirms two of the Apostles ?to have been his 
disciples and, companions.^ But if such as profess- 
ed their faith in Christ, under the -Bunistry of the 
Apostles, were baptized on thatiprofession, without 
any consideration of their .havin;>; been previously 
immersed >by John,.or not^ what stroiiger proof can 
be desired, that the institutes in question were total- 
ly distinct. Were we aiatisfied with an arg;umentuni 
ad kominemj with the sort of proof Sjuflicient to si- 
lence our opponents, here the matter might safely 
rest. But independent of their concession, I must 
add that it js in an i fast from the whole tenor ot the 
Acts, that the baptismal rite was univeisallv achuin- 
istered to the converts to Christianity suhseqent to 
the day of Pentacost. Peter said untO;them, ' Re- 
pent and be baptized every one of you:"' it is a^d^lie^ 

*Johxx 1. as, 36,j?7. 
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almost immediatelj, <^ Then they that gladly receiv-^ 
ed his words were haptized/' 

It will possibly be asked, if the rite which the 
forernnner of our Lord administered is not to be 
Considered as a christian institute} to what dispen- 
sation are we to assign it, since it is manifestly no 
part of the economy of Moses. We reply, that it 
i/vas a symbol of a peculiar dispensation^ which was 
neither entirety legal or evangelical, but occupied 
;^n intermediate station, possessing something oi the 
character and attributes of both; a kind of twilight, 
equally removed from the obscurity of the first, and 
the splenciorof the last and perfect economy of re-> 
ligion. The law and the prophets wer$ till John$ 
his mii^sion constituted a distinct era, and placed 
the nation to which he was sept, in circuiiistancefli 
inaterially diflTerent from their preceding or subse- 
quent state. It was the era of preparation; it was a 
voice which, breaking through a long silence, an- 
nounced the immediate approach of the de^re of all 
nations^ the me$seng^ of the cqv^nant^ in whom 
ihey delighted. In announcing this event as at hand, 
and establishing a rieht unknown tothe]aw,expres« 
sive of that purity of heart, and reformation of life, 
"tvhich were the only suitable preparations for his re« 
ception, he stood alotie, equally Severed from the 
chpir of the prophets, and the company of the Apos- 
tleti; and the light which he emitted, though it great? 
ly surpassed every preceding illumination, was of 
short duration, being soon eclipsed and extinguish- 
ed by that ineffable effulgence, before which IMHthing 
9a^ retain its splendor . 



41 

The wisdom of God in the arrangement of sue- 
cessire dispensations} seems^ averse to sudden and 
violent innovations, rarely introducing new "rites, 
without incorporating something of the old. As by 
the introduction of the Mosaic, the simple ritual of 
the patriarchal dispensation nas not so properly 
abolished, as amplined and extended into a regular 
system of preliguratipns of good things to come, in 
which the worship by sacrifices, and the distinction 
of animals into clean and unclean, reappeared un- 
der a new form; so the era of immediate preparation 
was distinguished by a ceremony not entirely new^ 
but derived from the purifications of the law, applied 
to a special purpose.* Our Lord incorporated the 
same rite into his religion, newly modified and 
adapted to the peculiar views and objects of the 
christian economy, in conjunction with another po- 
sitive institution, the rudiments of which are per* 
ceptible in the passover. ' it seemed suitable to his 
wisdom, by such gentle gradations to conduct his 
church from an infantine state, to a state of maturi- 
ty and perfection. 

Before 1 dismiss this part of the subject, which has 
perhaps already detained the reader too long, I 
must be^ leave to hazard one conjecture. Since it 
is manifest that the baptism of ^ohn did not super- 
sede the christian ordinance, they being perfectly 
distinct, it is natural to inquire who baptized the 
Apostles, and the hundred and twenty disciples as- 

* The pri£(;^)alpftit of these consisted in bathing the body in 



42 

scmbled with them at the day of Peniacbst. My 
deliberate opinion is^ that in the christian sense of 
the term, they were not baptized at all. From the 
total silence'of scripture, and from olher circum- 
stances which might be adduced, it is difiicult to 
suppose they submitted to that rite after our Savior's 
resurrection; and previous to it, it has been suffi- 
ciently -proved that ft was not in force. It is almost 
certain that some, probably most of them, had been 
baptized by John, but for reasons -which have been 
already amply assigned, this will not account for 
their not submitting to the christian ordinance. — 
The true account seems to be, that the precept of 
baptism had no retrospective bearing; and that, con- 
sequently, its obligation extended only to such as 
were converted to Christianity subsequently to the 
time of its promulgation. Such as professed their 
faith in Christ from the period of his first manifesta- 
tion, could not, without palpable incongruity, re- 
commence that profession, which would have been 
to cancel and annul their former religious preten- 
sions. With what propriety could the Apostles of 
the Lord, who had continued with him in his tempta- 
tions^ place themselves on a level with that multi- 
tude, which however penitent at present, had re- 
cently demanded his blood with clamorous importu- 
nity? not to insist that they had already received 
the baptism of the Holy Ghost, of which the sacra- 
mental use of water was but a figure. They were 
not cotiverted to the christian religion subsequently 
to their Lord's resurrection, nor did the avowal of 
.their attachment to the Me^siah^ commence from 
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"^at period, and therefore they were not comprehen- 
ded under the baptismal law, which was propounded 
for the regulation of the conduct of pc-sons in es- 
sentially ditferent circumstances- When St. Paul 
sajs, as many oi us as were baptized into Christ 
have put on Christ, his language seems to intimate 
that there were a class of jChris»tians, to whom this 
argument did not apply. 

Having proved, 1 trust to 4;he satisfaction of the 
candid reader, that baptism^ considered as a chris- 
tian institution, had no existence during the personal 
ministry of our Savior, the vplea of, our oppents, 
founded on the supposed j^riori^^ of that ordinance 
to the Lord's supper, is jCOHvpletely overruled^ what- 
ever weightit might possess, supposing it were va- 
lid, must be wholly transferred to the ^opposite side9 
and it must be acknowledged, either that they have 
reasoned inconclusively, or have ^produced a demon- 
stration in our tavor. it no w. appears. tliat the ori- 
ginal communicants ^t the Lord's table, at the 
time they partook of Jt, were with respect to the 
christian baptism, precisely in the same situatio);i 
with the persons they exclude. 

-SECTION M. 

The argmaent for strict communion^ frgm the order 
of words in the apostolic commission considered. 

The commission which the Apostles- received after 

our Lord's resurrection, was inthe following words: 

-^l AllJ)ower is given to me in heaven and on earth* 
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Go ye, thherefore^ and teach all nations, oaptizing 
them in the name of the Father, of the Son, and of 
the Hqfy Ghost; teaching them to observe whatsoev- 
er 1 have commanded you " From baptism being 
mentioned first after teaching, it is urged that it 
cught invariably to be administered iniqaediately af- 
ter effectual instruction is imparted, and conse^ 
quently before an approach to the Lord's table.— 
vVhence it is concluded that to communicate ivitli 
fiuch as ^v^ i^nbi^ptized, is ^ violation of divine. 
Crder.* 

It may assist the reader to form a judgment of th4i 
force of the argument adduced on this occasion, if 
Ve reduce it to the following syllogism :-— 

The persons who are to be taught to observe all 
things given in chs^rge tq th^ Apostle, lire t{ie bapti-: 
:^ed alone. 

But the Lord's supper is one of these things. 

Therefore the ordinance of the Lord's supper 
ought to be enjoined on the baptized alone. 

Here it is obvious that the conclusion rests entire-* 
ly upon this principle, (hat nothing which the Apos- 



* '^each,*^ says Mr. Bootbj, **i8the high commission, and 
paoh the express cbmmand of him who is Lord of aU, when ad- 
dressing those who are called to preach his won), and administer 
l^is* institutions. Hence it is manifest the commission and com- 
xnand are first oi aH to leach; what then?— -To baptize or admii>u« 
^er the Lord's supper? I leave common sense to judge, and being 
jperfoaded that she will give her verdict in my favor, I will venture 
io addaJimited commis'Jon implies a prohibition of such things a^ 
p^e not contained in it; and positive laws imply thetnieg'ative, m 

^'Pir iuQt^ce^ whctt God commiuide4 Abn^^am to Gireumc^ iA • 
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tl^s v/eve commissioned to enjoin on believers, is to 
be recommended to the attention of persons not 
baptized; since, as far as this argument is concern- 
ed, the observation of the Lord's supper is supposed 
not to belong to them, merely because it forms a 
part of those precepts. It is obvious, if the reason- 
ing of our opponents be valid, it militates irresisti- 
bly against the inculcation of every branch of chris- 
tian duty, Ota persons who in their judgment have 
not partaken of the baptismal sacrament: it excludes 
them not merely from the Lord's supper, but from 
every species of Instruction appropriate to Christ 
tians; nor can they exhort Psedobaptists to walk 
worthy of their high calling, to adorn their christian 
profession, to cuUiv'ate brotherly love or to the per*? 
formance of any duty restating from their actual re? 
lation to Cbrist, without a palpable violation of 
their own principles. In all such instances, they 
would be teaching them to observe injunctions which 
Chnst gave in charge to the Apostles for the regula^f 



l)is tna'es, he readily eone!uded tbflt neither circomcision, nor anj 
rite of a similar nature, was to be adminisiered to his feDiales — > 
And as our brethren themselves mairitaio, when Christ command- 
ed behevera should be baptized, without mentioning Huy others, he 
taejtljr prohibited that ordinanpe from being administered to in* 
fants; io by parity of reason, if the tame sovereign I>nid com- 
manded that believers should be baptize (l*^bapti zed inanediatefi/i 
after they made a profession of faith, then he must intcnr! that the 
adminstration of baptism should be prior to a reception of the 
Lord's sapper, and, eonaequently, tacitly /pmhibts ever> ur>1>:.pti- 
zed person having communioB at kis kiblt.'' — ^ooth'^a Jfolojy^ 
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iion of christian conduct, while they deem it neoes- 
sarv to repel them from the sacrament, merely on 
account of its forming a part of -tiiose injunctions. 
Nor can they avoid the force of this reasoning, bj 
objecting that though it may be their duty to enjoin 
on baptized believers some parts of the mind of 
Christ respecting the conduct of his mystical mem- 
bers, it will not follow that they ar-e to be admitted 
to the Lord's table: and that their meaning is^, that 
it is only subsequently to baptism, that atl things 
ought to be enforced on the consciences of Christians. 
For if it be once admitted thatthe clause on which so 
much stress Is laid, is not to be interpreted so as ab*- 
solutely to exclude unbaptized Christians from the 
whole of its import, to what purpose is it alledged 
against their admission to tne eucharistP or how 
does it appear that tliis may not be one of the parts 
in which they are comprehended? 

When thft advocates for strict communion remind 
us of the orderin which the two positiv>e institutions 
of Christianity are enjoined, they appear to assume 
it for granted that we are desirous of inverting that 
order, and that we are contending for the celebra- 
tion of the eucharist previous to baptism, in tlve case 
of a clear comprehension of the nature and obli- 
gation of each. We plead for nothing of the 
kind. Supposing a convert to Christianity con- 
vinced of the ordinance of baptism, in the 
light in which we contemplate it, we should 
urge his oligation to comply with it, previous to his 
.reception of the sacrament, with as httle hesitation 



^$ {de most rigid of our opponents, nor should we 
1)6 more disposed than themselves to countenance a 
neglect of known duty, oi* a wanton inversion of 
the order of the Christian appeintments. Whether 
in such circumstances the attention of a candidate 
for christian communion should first be directed to 
baptis^iy is not the question at issue; but what con- 
duct oughi to be maintained towards sincere 
Christians, who dfter serious examination profess 
their eonviction of being bs^tized alreadj, or who 
in any manne» whatever, are withheld by motives 
purely conscient'rotra, from complying with what we 
conceive to be a christian ordina^nce. To justify the 
exclusion of such from the Lord's table, it is not 
sufficient to allege the procribcd order of- the insti- 
tutions; it is necessary also to evince such a depen- 
dence of one upon the other, that a neglect of the 
first from involuntary mistake, annuls the obligation 
of the second:. Let this dependence be once clear- 
ly pointed out, and we give up the cause. It has 
been asserted, indeed, with much confidence, that 
we have the same authority for confining our com- 
communion to baptized persons^ as the ancient Jews 
for admitting none but such as had been circumci- 
sed, to the passover: a simple recital, however, of 
the words of the law, with respect to that ancient 
rite, will be sufficient to demonstrate the contrary: 
"When a stranger shall sojourn with thee, and will 
keep his passover to the Lord, let all his males be 
circumcised, and then let him come and keep it, and 
he shall be as one born in the land; for no uncir- 
eumcised person shall eat thereof." But wh^re, let 
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the ask, is it asserted iil the New Tesiameai iiiai tid 
unbaptized person shall partake of the eucharistP* 
So far frorn this^ it has been, I trust, satisfacto- 
rily shewn that of the original communicants at its 
first institution^ not one was thus qualified. 

I presume it will be acknowledged that the Jew- 
ish law was so clear and express in insisting on cir« 
cumcisibn as a necessary preparation for pstrtaUlRg 
of the paschal lamb that nciHe could mistake it, or 
approach that feasft in an uncircumcised state, with- 
out being g;uilty of willful impiety; and if it is inten- 
ded to insinuate the same charge against Poedobap;* 
lists, let it be alleged without dis^uise^ that it majr 
be fairly met and refuted. But if it be acknowledge 
ed that nothing but such involuntry mistakes, such 
unintentional errors as are incident to some of thf 
wisest and best of men^ are imputable iii the prest 
ent instance, we are at a loss to conceive upon what 
principle they ar^ compared to wilful prevaricatio4 
and rebellion. The degree of blame which at« 
taches to the conduct of those who mistake the will 
of Christ with respect to the sacramental use of wa« 
ter, we shall not pretend to determine; but we feel 
no hesitation in amrming, that the practice of com- 
paring it to a presumptuous violation and Contempt 



* « Was it tbe dOty, think ]roa» of an ancient tiraeHte to vor« 
ihip at the sanctuary, or to partake of the pasebal feast, before he 
was eireumoised? Om as it the duty of tho Jewish priests to bum 
ioeense in the holy piaee before the^ offered the morning or eve- 
ning service? The appointments of God must be administered in 
his own way, and in that order which he has &xed.*'"^j?99fA^ 
^^logjffpagc 143. 
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xX iivvff^ Uw, is equally repugnant to the dictakft 
\i{ propriety and of candor. Among the innumer- 
able descendants of Abraham, it is impossible to 
jlind one since their departure frond Egypt, who has 
doubted of the obligation of circumcision, of th^ 
proper subjects of that rite, or of its bein^ ati indis- 
jpensable prerequisite to the j^rii^iieges of the Mosa^r 
ic covenant. Amoi^ Christians, on the contrary, of 
unexceptionable character and exalted piety> it can* 
Bot be denied that the subject, the mode, and the 

{perpetuity of baptism, have each supplied occasion 
or controversy; which can only be ascrib'ed to the 
%ninute particularity with wKcn the ceremonies of 
^he law were enjoined, compared to the concise bre- 
vity which characterizes the history of evangelical 
institutes. We are far, however, from insinuating 
^ doubt on the obligation of believers to isubmit to 
the ordinance of baptism, or of its b^ing exclusive- 
ly appropriated to such; but we affirm that in no 
part of the scripture is it inculcated tLA ti prepara* 
iive to the Lord^s supper ^ and that this view of it is 
a mere fiction of the imagination. 

When duties are enjoined in a certain series^ 
«ach of them on the authority in which they origin- 
ftte becomes obligatory^ nor are we excused from 
performing those which stand later in the setie», on 
mccount oiP our having from misconception of their 
meaning, or from any other cause, omitted the firsts 
To exemplify this by a familiar instance: It will be 
admitted that the law of nature enforces the follow* 
tng duties, resulting from the relation of children to 
ttcir parents: first to yield implicit obedience in th 

E 



5tf 

sUte of nonageJ next, in maturer aac to pay i%^ 
spectful deference to their advice, and a prompt at- 
tention to their wants: lastly, after thejare deceas- 
ed, affectionately to cherish their memory, and de- 
fend their good name. None will deny that each of 
these branches of conduct is obligatory, and thafe 
this is the order in which they are recommended to^ 
9ur attention. But will it be contended that he whoi' 
has neglected the firstVou^ht not to perform the se- 
cond; or that he who has failed in the second, oug!it 
to omit the third? To such an absurd pretence we 
should immediately" reply that they are all indepen"^ 
dently obligatory^ as uespective dictates of the di-* 
vine will^ and tnat for him who has violated <>ne of 
them to urge his past delinquencies as an aplogy fair 
the present, wotild only prove aa aggravation of his* 
guilt. It is true that some duties are so situated, ai^ 
parts or appendages of preceding ones, that their 
obligation may be said to result from them; as for 
example, the duty of confessing Christ before meur 
arises from the previous duty of believing on himi 
and that of joining a christian society, presuppose* 
the obligation of becoming a Christian. In such -ca- 
ses, however, as the connection betwixt the respec- 
tive branches of practice is founded on the nature 
of thingsy it is easily perceived; and rarely, if evcr^ 
the subject of controversy. In a series of positive 
precepts, this principle has no place; as they origia- 
ate merely in arbitrary appointment, their muttual 
Felation can only be the result of clear and expnesa 
command^ and as reason could never have disco v^p^ 
cd their obligation^ so it is as little able to aftcertai:^ 
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fhelr intrinsic connection and dependence, which 
%vherever it subsists, must be the effect of the same 
positive prescription which gave them birth. It 
•cannot be pretended that an anbaptized believer is 
intrinsit!ally disqualified for a suitable attendance at 
the Lord's table, or that it is so essentially connect- 
ed with baptism, as to render the act of communion, 
in ksefif, aosurd or improper. The communion has 
no. retrospective reference to baptism, nor is baptism 
an anticipation of communion. Enjoined atdifl^rent 
times, and appointed for different purposes, they are 
capable, without the least inconvenience, of being 
contemplated apart; and on no occasion are they 
mentioned in such a connection, as to imply, much 
less to assert, that the one is enjoined :Mnth a view to 
the other. Such a connectioai, we acknowledge, sub- 
:g1sted betwixt the rites of circumcision and the pass- 
over, and aH we demand of the advocates of strict 
communion is, that instead of amusing us with fan- 
ciful analogies drawn from an antiouated law, they 
'would point us to some clause in the New Testa- 
ment whidh asserts a similar relation betwixt bap^ 
tism and the Lord's supper. But here, where the 
very hinge of the controversy turns, the scriptures 
are silent. They direct us to be baptized, and they 
<iirect us to commemorate the Savior's death, but 
not a syllable do they utter to inform us of the in- 
separable connection betwixt these two ordinances^ 
This deficiency is ill supplied by fervid declamatioa 
on the perspicuity of our Lord's commission, and 
the inexcusable inattention or prejudice which has 
Jed to a misconceptipn of its meaning; for let ihp 
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persons whom these charges may concern be ai 
guilty as they may, since they are still acknowledg-> 
ed to be christians, the question returns, why are 
they debarred from the communion of saints, and 
while entitled to all other spiritual privileges, sup- 
posed to be incapacitated from partaking of the sym- 
bols of a crucified Savior? How came the deteriora- 
ting effects of their error respecting baptism, to af- 
fect them but in one point, tb&t of their eligibility 
as candidates for communion, without spreading far- 
ther? That it just amounts to the forfeiture of this 
privilege, and of no other, is a conclusion to which^ 
9S it is certain it cannot be established by reason^ 
we ask to be conducted by revelation; and we intreat 
our opponents for information oa that bead agaii^ 
and again, but intreat in vain. 

Were we to judge from the ardent attachment 
which the abettors of strict con'munion, on all occa- 
sions, profess to the positive institutes of the gospelj 
we should suppose that the object of their efibrts 
was to raise tnem to their just estimation^ and to 
rescue them from desuetude and neglect. We 
should -conjecture that they arose from a solicitude 
to revive certain practices >\'hich had prevailed iu 
the purest ages of the church, but were afterwards 
laid aside, just as the ordinance of preaching was> 
during the triumph of papacy, almost consigned to 
oblivion; and that the consequence of complying 
with their suggestions} would be a more complete 
exhibition of Christianity in all its parts. But their 
zeal operates in quite a contrary direction. The 
§uppess of their scheme te^ds j(ioit te extend the* 
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firactitre of baptism, no, not in a single insianoe, but 
merely to exclude the Lord's supper. Leaving the 
former appointment unaltered and untouched, it 
mere] J proposes to abolish the latter; and as far as 
it is practciahle, to la^ the christian world under an 
interdict. The real state of the case is as follows: 
On the subject of baptism, and particularly whether 
it is applicable to infants, opinions are divided, and 
the minority have come, as w« conceive, to an errO' 
i^eoiu 8. conclusion. How do thej propose to remedy 
"thisevil? By throwing all manner of obstacles m 
ihe way of an approach to the Lord's table, and as 
fbr^s their po^er extends, rendering it impractical 
hie by clogging it with a 'Condition at which, con- 
science revolts. They propose to punish men for 
the involuntary neglect 'Of one ordinance, by conv 
|)el]ing them to abandon the other; and because 
they are uneasy at perceiving them pet/orm but one 
lialf of their duty, oblige th^m, as iaras lies in tlteir 
power, to omit the whole. 1 must confess I feel no 
partiality for those violent remedies, which under 
the pretence of reforming, destroy; or for that pas- 
sion for order which would rather witness the en- 
tire desolation of the santuary, than a defalcation of 
its rites; mnd in spite of all the efforts of sophistry, 
I must be permitted to believe that our Lord's ex- 
press injunction on his followers, " do this in re- 
membrance of me," is a better reason for the cele- 
bration of the communion than can be adduced iot 
it» neglect. 

E 2 
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SECTION III. 

The argimient from apostolical precedent, and from 
the different significations of the two institutions^ 
considered. 

In vindication of their practice, our opponents are 
M'ont to urge the order of administration in the pri- 
mitive and apostolic practice. They remind us that 
the memhers of the primitive church \v ere universal- 
ly baptized; that if we acknowledge its constitution 
in that respect to be expressive of the mind of Christ 
we are hound t(^ follow that precedent, and that to 
deviate from it in this particular, is virtually to im- 
peach either the wisdom of our Lord, or the fidelity 
of his Apostles.* 

With respect to the universality of the practice 
of christian baptism, having already stated our views 

• '* The order of administration," says Mr. Booth, ** in 
the primitive and apostolic practice, now demands our no- 
tice Thst the Apostles when endued with power from on 
high understood our Lord in the sense for which we plead, 
and practised accordingly, is qnite evident. Then they 
thac gladly received his word were, what? admitted to the 
Lord'<j table? No, but baptized:— ./9ne/ the eame doy there 
tvere added to them about three ihotuand sovlg; and they con* 
tinuea atedfutt in the Jtpust'et^ d ctrine and feUorvship, and in 
brecLktriff if bread ai.d i« prayer. If our brethren do not 
look upon the apostolic preceaent as expressive of the mind 
of Christ, and as a pattern for future imitation, to the e|id of 
the world, they must consider the Apostles as either Ignor- 
ant of our Lord's will, or as unfaithful in the performance 
of iX,**^ Soothes Jpology po£rei7, 48. 
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it IS not necessary to repeat what has already hccn 
advanced, or to recapitulate the reasons on which 
we found our opinion, that it was not extended to 
«uch as were converced previous to our Lord's resur- 
rection. Subsequently to that period, we admit, 
without hesitation, that the converts to the christian 
Ifaith submitted to that ordinance, prior to their re- 
ception into the christian church. As little are we 
«di&posed to deny that it is at present the duty of the 
isincere believer to follow their example, and that 
jSii|)posinghim to be clearly convinced of the nature 
acnd import of baptism, he would be guilty of a crim- 
anal irregularity who neglected to attend to it, pre- 
vious to his entrance into christian fellowship. On 
ihe obligation of both the positive rites enjoined in 
^the Ne,w Testament, and the prior claim of baptism 
to the attention of such as are properly enlightened 
*n the subject, we hpve no dispute. All we contend 
ior is, that they do not so depend one upon the other, 
'^hat the conscientious omission of the first, forfeits 
lkhe privilege, or cancels the ^uty, of observing the 
second; nor are we able to perceive that what in the 
jpresent instance is styled apostolic precedent, at all 
<lecides the questipn. To attempt to determine un- 
dler what circumstances the highest precedent pos- 
sesses the form of law, involves a difficult and^deli- 
catc inquiry; for while it is acknowledged that much 
ideference is due to primitive example, there were 
certain usages in apostolical times, which few would 
Attempt to revive. There is one general rule, howev- 
er, applicable to the subject, which is, that no mat- 
ter of fact is entitled to be considered as an author- 
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a new revelation can be diffused. Either we must 
suppose an infinite multitude of miracles performed 
on the minds of individuals to conv^ the knowledge 
of supernatural truths, or that one or more are thus 
preternaturally enlightend, and invested with a 
commission to speak in the name of God to others; 
endowed at the same time with such peculiar pow-> 
ers, such a control over nature, or such a foresight 
of future contingencies as shall be sufficient to ac- 
credit and establish his mission. 

He who refuses to submit to the guidance of per- 
sons thus attested and accredited, must be consider- 
ed as virtually renouncing the revelation imparted, 
and as the necessary consequence, forfeiting his in- 
terest in its blessings. On these grounds it is not 
difficult to perceive, that . a primitive convert, or 
rather pretended convert, who without doubting that 
baptism, in the way which we practice it, formed a 
part of the apostolic commission, had refused com- 
pliance, would have been deemed unworthy chris- 
tian communion, not on account of any specific con- 
nection betwixt the two ordinances, but on account 
of his evincing a spirit totally repugnant to the 
mind of Christ. By rejecting'the only authority es- 
tablished upon earth for the direction of conscience, 
and the termination of doubts and controversies, he 
"would, undoubtedly, have been repelled as a contu- 
macious schismatic. But what imaginable resem- 
blance is there betwixt such a mode of procedure, 
and the conduct of our Peedobaptist brethreni who 
oppose; no legitimate authority, impeach no part of 
the apostolic testimony, but mistaking (ia Otti' j(4dg« 



laient at least) its import in one particular, declini^ & 
ipractice which manj of them would be the first td 
comply with, were tliey once convinced it was the 
dictate of duty> and the will of heaven. In the one 
case we perceive open rebellion, in the other, invol- 
untary error: in the one, the pride which opposes 
itself to the dictates of inspired wisdom, in the oth- 
er, a specimen (an humbling one it is tru^ ) of that 
infirmity, in consequence of which we all see but in 
part, and know but in part. Since whatever degree 
of prejudice 6r inattention we may be disposed to 
impute to the abettors of infant sprinkling, the 
principles on which they proceed are essentially 
flifferent from those which could alone have occa- 
sioned the introduction of that practice in apostolic 
times, we are at a loss to conceive the propriety of 
classing them together, or of animadverting upon 
them with equal severity. The ApoStles would have 
repelled from their communion, men, who while they 
professed to be followers of Christ, refused submis- 
ieion to his inspired messengers; in other words, they 
"would have rejected some of the worst of men: 
therefore^ say bur opponents, we feel ourselves jus- 
tified in excluding multitudes whom we acknowledge 
to be the best. I am at a loss whether most to ad- 
mire the logic^ the equity^ or the modesty of such a 
conclusion. 

Besides, this reasoning from precedent is of so 
flexible a nature that it may with equal ease be em-^ 
ployed in a contrary direction, and be turned to the 
annoyance of our opponents. As it is an acknowl- 
ec^ged fetci^ that in primitive times all the faithful 



Wetc admitted' to ati cqualttj of participation in eve-^, 
rj christian privilege; to repel the great majority of 
them on account of an error, acknowledged not t(> 
be fundamental, is at once a wide departure from; 
the apodtotic example, and: a palpable coatradictiom 
to the very words employed in its first' institution; 
« drink ye af I of it; di) this in remembrance of me:'* 
words addressed, as has already been proved, t(p 
persons wlio had not reteived christian baptism. IC^ 
it be repHedy that though all Christian^' originalI}K 
cfommunicated, yet from the period of the Pentecost^ 
at least,^ they were all previously initiated by im-* 
mersion, the enquiry returns, were they- baptized oiV 
account of the necessary connection of that appoint-^ 
ment with the edchatist, ot purely in deference t(r 
the' apostolic injunction? To assert the former' 
would be palpably begging' the question; and if tho'' 
latter is- affirm sd, we reply, that as thejr practised as^ 
they did, in deference to the will of God, so our' 
Paedbbaptist brethren, in declining the practices^ 
which we adopt, regulate their conduct by the samer 
pirineiple. 

The shew of conformity to apostolic precedent is^ 
with the advocates'of strict communion, and nothing: 
more; the substance and reality are with us. Their 
eooformity is to the letter, ours to the spirit; theirs- 
circumstantial and incidental, ours radical and es« 
sential. In withholding the signs from those who*" 
are in possession of the thing signified, in refusing: 
to communicate the symbols of the great 8acrifice't(y 
those who are equally with themselves sprinkled by 
its blood and sharers of its efficacyjin dividing, the' 
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rcgteiierafe into tvvo classes, believers and com muni - 
' cants, and confining the Church to the narrow lim- 
its of a sect, they have violated more maxims of an- 
tiquit}', and receded further from the example of the 
Apostles, than any class of Christians on record^. 

We live in a mutable world, and the diversity of 
sentiment which has arisen in the christian church 
on the subject of baptism, has placed things in a new 
situation, and has given birth to^a case which can be 
determined only by an appeal to the general prinei- 
pfes of the gospel, and to those injunctions in partic- 
ular, which are designed to regulate the conduct of 
Christians, whose judgment in points of secondary 
moment differ. These w« shall have occasion to 
discuss in another part of this treatise, where it will,- 
we trust, be satisfactorily shewn that we are furnish- 
ed with a clue fully sufficient for our guidance: and 
when we consider the impossibility of comprehend- 
ing in any code whatever, every possible combina- 
tion of future occurrences and events^ we shall per- 
ceive the necessity of having; recourse to those large' 
and comprehensive maxims, which the prospective 
wisdom of the Father of li^tp, and the Author of 
revelation, has abundantly supplied. 

Were it not that more are capable of numbering 
arguments, than of weighing them^^ the mention of 
the following might be omitted. The significatioa 
of the two positive ordinances of the gospel- are ur- 
ged in proof of the necessity of baptism preceding 
the Lord's supper. The first, we are reminded by 
our opponents, is styled by theologians the sacra- 
ment of regeneration^ or of initiation; the second^ 

F 
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l^ sacrament of Nutrition.* To arsue from meta* 
phors is rarely a conclusive mode of reasoning, but 
if it were, the regenerate stat^ of ouf Peedobaptist 
brethren would surely afford a much better reason 
for admitting them to the sacrament of nutrition^ 
than their misconception of a particular command 
for prohibiting them, unless we chuse to affirm that 
the shadow Is of more importance than the sub- 
stance, or that the sacrament of nutrition is not in- 
tended to nourish. 

Their actual possession of spiritual life, in conse- 
quence of their union to the head of the Church, ne- 
cessarily implies a title to every christian privilege^ 
bj whicn such a life is cherished and maintained, un- 
less there were an express prohibition to the contra- 
tji nor is it to be doubted that the acknowledgement 
of P»dobaptists^ as Christians, implies a competence 
to enter into the full import of the rites commemo- 
rative of our Lord's death and passion. To consid- 
er the Lord's supper, however, as a mere Commem- 
oration of that event is to entertain a very inade- 



« «* tn submitting to biptiim,*^ says Mr. Booth, <* we hzrt 
An emblem of our union and communion with Jesus Christy 
as our great representative, in his death, burial* and resur- 
rection. And as in baptism we profess to have renewed 
spiritual life; so in communicating at the Lord's Uble, we 
have the emblem of that heavenly food Ky which we live, 
by which we grow, and by virtue of whidi We hope to live 
forever. Hence tbeologcial writers have often called bap- 
tism the sacrament of regeneraHon^ or of initiation, and the 
Lord's supper the sacrament of atifrtVion,"*— *J5tp«A't 
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quale view of it. If we credit St. Paul, it is alsoa 
Jederid ritCj in which in token of our reconciliation 
with God, we eat and drink in his presence: it is a 
feast upon a sacrifice, hy which we become parta- 
kers at the altar, not less really, though in a manner 
more elevated and spiritual, th^i^ those who under 
the ancient economy presented their offerings in the 
temple. In this ordinance, the cup is a spiritual 
participation of the blood, the bread of the body of 
the crucified Savior:* and 9s our Peedobaptist breth- 
ren are allowed to be in covenftnt with God, their ti- 
tle to every federal rite follows of course, unless it 
is barred by some clear unequivocal declaration of 
scripture; instead of which we meet with nothing 
on the opposite side but prec^ioqs ponjectures, and 
remote analogies. 

Our opponents are extremely fond of represent- 
ing baptism under the New Testament, as essential 
as circumcision under the old, inferring from thence 
that nounbaptized person is admissible to the eucha- 
rist, for the same reason that none who was not cir- 
cumcised, was permitted to partake of the paschal 
feast. But besides that is to reason from analogy, ^, 
practice against which, when applied to the discus- 
siion of positive institutes, they on other occasions 
earnestly protest,^ the analogy fails in the nnost es- 
sentia points. Circumcision is expressly stated as 
a necessary condition ot admission to the passover; 
a similar statement respecting baptism will decide 
^he controversy. The neglect of circumcision;^ 

'I.Corinthiant, 11. 16. 
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ivKich coi/ld proceed from nothing bntipresinnptuotis 
impiety t incurred the sentence of excision} that 
soul snail be ctU offjrom the people. Whatever 
mnj be meant beside by ^hat comminatioi^, it will 
not be doubted that it included thejentire forfeiture 
4)f the advantages of that peculiar cov^oant, which 
God was pleased to establish with the Israelitish peo^- 
ple; and the ex-clusion from the paschal feast,, ag 
well as from the other sacrifice^ w^. the necessary 
appendage of that forfeiture. 

1 he most violent Baptist will not preaume to in^ 
sinuate that "the neglect uf baptism, irom a miscon>- 
xeption of its nature, is .exposed to a similar penal- 
ly. It is e.vident, from the history of the Old Testa- 
tnent, that an Isrealite became disqualiffied fbt sharing 
4n whatever privileges dif^tinguished that nation, only 
in consequence of such a species of .criminality as 
xut him oil' from the covenant. An interest in that 
.covenant (the particular nature of which it is noi 
necessary to insist upon) and a free .access to all the 
:priviieges and institutions of the Jewish people were 
inseparable, so that nothing viould have aj)peared to 
,an acient J«w more absurd, than to diaunite the cov.- 
«nant itself, from the federal rites by which it wag 
ratified and confinmed. The invention of this in- 
genious paradox belongs exclusively to the abettorg 
of strict .cqmmunti on, who \n the same breath tiilirm 
that Peedohaptists are entitled to air the blessings of 
4he new and evei lasting covenant, and forbidden to 
commemoriite it: and scruple not to assert, that 
•though interested. as much as themselves in the greajt 
ois^^riliice^ jt would be presumptiQn In them to ^jx« 
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>proach ihe sacrefd symbols, Mrhich are appointed for 
DO other purpose bat to hold it forth. It is certainly 
with a very ill grace that the champions of suck 
monstrous and unparalleled positions^ ridicule th«ir 
opponents for inventing a .new and eccentric ther 
.ology.* 

Bt;ibre I dismiss this Itead, I ^must remark that in 
insisting upon^the prior claim which -baptism posses- 
ses to the attention of a christian convert, the advo^ 
-cates of strict coianuinion triumph without an op- 
ponent. We .know. of none who contend for the 
propriety <of inverting the natural order of the 
christian sacraments, where they can both be attend- 
ed to, that is when the nature of «ach is clearly un« 
4lerstood and conjfessed. To administer them under 
Any other circttjustances, it will Jbe, acknowledged, is 



^** The last century,** says Mr. Booth, pa|^.36, "was 
ihe {H'And era of improvement, of prodigious impnvements 
in ligrht and liberty Id light, as well divine tS phil* sophi« 
-cal b> the labors of a Barton, a Boyle snd a Newton In 
^rw^tendeci theslogicat knowledge by lho^e oft a Jesse or i 
J3uiiyan. -Bid the I'Qpmer by deep researches int<> ^h^ sys* 
te^n cf nature- surprise and instruct the worla, by discove- 
.Ties of which'inankind has never .before conceived: Jhe )at- 
ter« penetrating iiito the. gospel t>ys4enn> aroused mai)ktndl^ 
<eaating new' light on the positivt. iflstitHtions of Jebus 
Christ; and by placing ttaptittCi among things of li*ile im- 
portance in the <brib.tian religicn. ui which no ancient the- 
olog^ian ever dr saneo— none we have rtason to think that 
ever luved the Loid Redeemer .** A little after he adds, •* the 
|,r«c*ical claim < f difpen^^irg power by Jesse anii Bui^ai^ 
onade wjiy for the ingiotiova iibfrty of treating- positiite 

i&ytitaUoiui in the houae of Gud Just ai^ptoiJevoiiipleiae^^ 
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inpracticable. We administer baptism, let it be r€k 
Xdeinbered, in every instance in which our opponents 
will allow it QUght to be administered; and tne only 
<lifference is, that we have fellowship, in another or- 
dinance, with those members of the body of Christ, 
whom they reject. Let it once be demonstrated 
that the obligation of commemorating the Savior's 
death, is not sufficiently supported by his express in- 
junction, but derives its force and validity from its 
inseparable connection with a preceding sacrament^ 
and we are prepared to abandpn our prjictice, as a 
firesumptuous innovation oh the laws of Christ. 
Till then we shall not be much moved by the (charge 
«f claiming a dispensing power with ^hich we are 
frequently accused-i— a power which I presume no 
Trostestant ever dreamed of usurping, and the as- 
sumption of which implies such impiety as ought tQ 
render ^Christian reluctant to urge such a charge. 

To remind us of <• the destruction of Nadab and 
^Abihu hy fire from Heaven, the breach that was made 
upon IJzzah, the stigma fixed, and the curses de- 
nounced \ipon Jerusalem, together with the fall and 
xuin of all makind by our first father's disobedience 
to a positive command," is more calculated to in- 
ilame the passions, than to elicit truth, or conduct 
the controversy tq a satisfactory issue. When the 
inquiry is, what is the law of Christ, and we are 
fully persuaded that our interpretation of it is nnore 
natural and reasonable than that of our opponents^ 
it is not a little absurd, to charge us with assuniiiig 
|k claim of dispensing with its authority. \V e kno w 
ii^^t he cofl^manded Jus followers to be baptized^ w^ 
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know alsa that he commanded them to shew fortk 
his death till he came: but where shall we look fors 
tittle of his law which forbids such as sincerely, 
though erroi^eouslj believe themselves to have com- 
pliecf with the first, to attend to the last of these in- 
juctions? Where is the scriptural authority for r^sN 
ing the obligation of the eucharist, not on the pre- 
cept that enjoins it, but on the previous reception of 
baptism? As the scripture is totally silent on this 
point, we are not disposed to accept the officious as- 
sistance of our brethren in supplying its deficiency^ 
and beg permission to remind them, that to add to 
the word of God, is equally criminal with taking 
away from it. 

Do we neglect the administration of that rite to 
;iny class of persons, whose state of mind is such as 
would render it acceptable to God? Do we neglect 
to illustrate and enforce it in our public ministra- 
tions? Are we accustomed to insinuate that serious 
inquiry into the mind of Christ on this subject, is of 
little, or no importance? Are we found to decline 
its administration in any case whatever, in which 
our accusers would not equally decline it? Nothing 
of this can be alleged. Do they argue from the lan- 
guage of the original institute, from the examples of 
scripture, and the precedent of early ages, that it is 
the duty of believers without exception to be im- 
mersed in the name of Jesus? So do we. Are tliey 
disposed to lofok upon such as have neglected, wheth- 
er from inattention or prejudice, to perform this du*t 
ty, as mistaken Christians? We also consider them 
^ \h^ same light. In what respect then iu:e wq 
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jgutttyof dispeni^ihg with divine laws? Merely 1 
.ca\i&e we ace .incapable of perceiving that an id vol* 
'Untary mistake on this subject, disqualifies for 
^christian communion* But how extremely unju»t 
rto load us, on :that account, with the xharge of as^ 
Burning a dispensing power, -.when the ,only ground 
on which we maintain our opinion^ whether true 
>or false, is ^our conviction that it is founded on » 
legitimate interpretation -^of the oracles of -God. 
'The dispute is not concerning itheir authority, bust 
Iheir meaning; and we .dispense with baptism in no 
other sense, tha^ that of , denying it to be in, all cases 
^essential to communion; 4n which, whether we are 
mistaken or npt, is a point open to controversy; bi^t 
to be guilty first of a .misnomer in defining our sen- 
timents^ and ^afterwaras «to ^convert an odious and 
.erroneous appeUationrinto an ar^umtJ>t, is the height 
of injustice. 

With what propriety our practice is compared to 
!that qf the church of Jlome, in coufiniiig the com- 
munion to one kind, the intelligent reader will be at 
010 loss :to pecceive.^ in that^s in ^various other in^ 



^ "It must.'f think, be acknowledged;^' •ays'Mr. Sootfg 
** even by our breihreii themseives that we have as good a 
warrant Tor omnting an essential branch of an ordinance, or 
to reverse tKe order in i^hich the constittient parit oi sn or- 
dinance were originally administered, as W:. h&ve to Uy aside 
a divine instituuon, or to change tKe order in which two 
di^i rent appointments were first fiied. And if so, werea 
reformedjind converted Catholic still retaining the popish 
«rror of conunynien immCikmd onl^^ desirous of iutriiiief 



stances, that Church in order to raise the dignity of 
>the priesthood) assumes a power of mutilating a di« 
vine ordinance. We .are chargeable vvith no muti- 
lation, nor presume in the smallest particular to in- 
novate in the ^celebration of either sacraments; we. 
merely refuse to acknowledge that .dependence, one 
upon the oth^r, on which the conndence 9f pur 
opponents is so ill sustained by the the silence of 
-ficrlpture. 

We wiU /close this part of the •dis^cussion by re* 

markiufir that there is a happy equivocation in the 

M^ord dispense^ which ha^^ contributed not a little to 

dts introduction into .the present controversy. It 

may either mean that we do not insist upon baptismi 

-as an indispensable condition of communion, ia 

which sense the xhatge is true, but nothing to the 

.purpose,, since it ts a mere statement, in other 

vrords, of uur actual practice. Or it may intend 

Ihat we knowioffly and deliberately .de\ia(e from 

the injuctioiis ot scripture; ^a serious accuhatioui 

.ivhich cequii;es ikiit to to be assented, but proved. 

jfellowship with our brethren at the Lor4*« tsblei they muaH 
if they ^ould act consistently, on their present h}pothe8iay 
admit bim to partake of the breao, though from a princi^ 

;ple o: c<.ni«cience, he absolutely refused ^he wine in thtd^ 



70 

SECTION IV. 

Xhr supposed opposition to the unwersal svffrages ajf 

the church con^id^fed. 

In admitting to our communion those whom we 
esteem unbapHzedj we are accused ol a presumtuous 
departure from the sentiments of all parties and de- 
nominations throughout the christian world, who 
however they maj have differed upon other subjects, 
bave unanimously concurred in considering baptisni 
a3 a necessary preliminary to communion.^* 
^ The first remark which occurs on this mode of rea- 

soning iS) that it is merely an argumentwn^ ad vere- 
€undiam, an attempt to overawe by the weight of 
Authority, without pretending to enter into the merits 
of the controversy. It assumes for its basis the im- 
possibility of the universal prevalence of error, 
^hich if it be once admitted, all hopes of extending 
the boundaries of knowledge must be relinquished. 
IMy next qbservation is, that it comes with peculiar 
infelicity from the members of a sect, who upon a 
subject of much greater moment hsiv^ presumed to 



* Thii ehar^ ii urged wich maoh dedamatorj v^hemeii^ by 
Jtfr. Booth in his apology.-^" A leDtiineDt to peculiar, and a con- 
duet to uncommon,*^ he aa>s, **in regard to tnis intUtution^ ou^ht 
to be weU supported by the teftimony of the Holy Ghpst. For 
"were ail the ehristian churches now in the* world asked, except 
those few who plead for free ^ommuion, Ivhether they thoup:ht it 
Uwfui to admit unbaptized believers to fellowship at the Lord'-s ta- 
lkie, there is reason to believe they would readily unite in the de- 
. pimtioB of Paul, we hflfve no ewh cuttf^^ neitMr th$ churehet ^ 
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linquish the pr^ce<}ent, and arraign the practice dif 
the whole christian world, as far at least as thej 
have been exhibited in these latter ages, 

Qais talent Grae6h<^ de seditioiie queilentei. 

After setting ah exampte of revolt, it is^ too Iat« 
for them to incalcate the duty of submission. 

The question of the necessary dependence ot 
communion on baptism, being of no practical mor 
ment whatever in any other circumstances than our- 
own, it is not to be wobdered at if it has never been 
subjected to scrutiny; since tas^s 6f conscience^ 
among which this inquiry may be classed, are rarely 
if ever ihvesti^ted until circumstances occur whica 
render their discussion necessary. But as infix^ 
sprinkling is talid in the esteem of Baptists, and.^ 
there is no pretence for considering the latter as un-^ 
baptized, it is not easy to conceive what motivet 
could exist for makine it an object of serious atten^ 
{|on* That crude and erroneous conceptions should 



God that idere befart ui. Yet, eonBitteritw the noteltj Of theii^' 
sentimenu and conduoty and what a contrauietion they are to ih«i» 
faith and order of the lirhele christian chureh, eonsidering that i<> 
was never disputed, as far as I ean learn, prior to the sixteenth een- 
tunr, by orthodox or heterodox, by Papist or Protests*, t, whether 
unoaptixed believers should be admitted to the Lord's table; they 
all agreeing in the contrary practice, however much they differett 
in matters of equal importance, it may be reasonably expected, and 
it is by us justly demanded, that the truih of their sentiment, and 
the rcditude of their conduct, should be proved, fuliy prtveelf 
from the records wf io8ptratioii.'*-<-J90«/A'« Jip9l»g}ffpage 3 
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Eftvaif tt)>oii questions, the decisioit of whicli coultf 
ve no influence on practice, will not surprise 
those who reflect, that truth has been usually elicit- 
ed by controversy, and' that on subjects of too sreat 
importance to be entirely overlookedy opinions nave 
prevailed^ to a great extent^ which are now univer- 
sally exploded'. Though the employment of coer- 
cion in the affairs of ronsdenxre, is equally repug- 
nant to the dictates of rea30n and of scripture, it 
•was for ages successively resorted to by every party 
in their turn; nor was it tilt towards the close of the 
seventeenth century that the principle of toleration 
was established on a broad and scientific basis, by 
fte immortal writings of Milton and Locke. These 
reflections are obvious; but there are others which- 
tend more immediately to annihilate the objection 
•under consideration. It is well knovvn that from a 
very early period the most extravagant nations pre- 
vailed in the church with respect to' the efficacy of 
baptism, and its absolute necesi^ity in order to attain 
salvation. The descent (tf the human mind from^ 
thespintto the letter, from what is vital and intel- 
lectual, to what is ritual and external in religion, is 
the true source of idolatry and superstition in alt 
the multifarious form» they have assumed; and as it 
began early to corrupt the religion of nature, or 
more properly of patriarchal tradition, so it soon ob- 
scured the lustre, and destroyed the simplicity of 
the christian institute. In proportion as genuine 
devotion declined, the love of pump and ceremony 
increased; the few and simple rites of Christianity 
were extolled beyond all reasonable bounds; new 
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ones were iavented to which raysterious meftning^ 
v^eve attached; till the religion of th^ New Testa* 
inent became, in process of time, as insupportable a 
yoke as the ^iosaic law. The first effects of this 
spirit are discernable in the ideas entertained of the 
ordinance, so closely connected with the subject of 
the present treatise. From an erronebua interpre- 
tation of the figurative language of a few passages; 
in dcripture, iii which the sign is identified vyith the^ 
thing signified, very similar to the mistake which af^ 
terwards led to transubstantiation, it was universal- 
ly supposed that baptism was invariably accompa-^ 
nied with a supernatural effect^ which totally chan-^^ 
ged the state and cliaracti^r of the candidate, and. 
constituted him a child of God, and an heir of ther 
kino;dom of Heaven. Hence it was almost constant- 
ly denoted by the terms illumination^ regenerationy 
and others^ expressive of the highest Operations o£ 
the Spirit; and as it was believed to obtain the ple-< 
nary remission of all past sins^ it was often in order 
to insure that benefit, purposely deferred to the la- 
test period df life. Thus Eusebius informs us that 
the emperor Constantine <^ finding his end fast ap- 
proaching, judged it a fit season for purifying him-^ 
self from his offences, and cleansing his soul froraL 
that guilt which in common with otber mortals hei. 
had contracted, which he believed was to be efiected 
by the power of mysterioUs words, and the savitig 
laver.'' *^ This," said he> addressing the surround-* 
Tng bishops, <^is the period I have so long prayed 
for, the period of obtaining the salvation of God.*^ 
Passing with the utmost rapidity through the prepat* 
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tkiorf sfage, that of a catechumen, he hastenedf id 
vhat he regarded as a consummation; and no soon-' 
er was the ceremony completed, than he arrayed 
himself rn white garments, and laid aside the impe- 
rial purple, m token of his bidding adieu to all secu- 
lar concerns.* We have here' a fair Specimen of 
the sentiments wliich were universally adopted upon 
this siibjecr in ancient times. £ven Justin Martyr, 
■who flourished about the second century, confounds 
boiptisin \vith j-egene ration. " Whoever," savs he, 
<^bieli*»ve the things which are affirmed by "us to. 
be true, and promise to live accordingly, ai*e after- 
wards conducted to a place where there is water, 
and are regenerated by the same method of regene- 
ration which we have experienced.'^ Theophilus, 
a contemporary writer, and the sixth bishop of An- 
iioch, holds the same language. Tertullian, the ear- 
liest and most learned of the Latin Fathers, ex- 
claims with rapture, " O happy sacrament, by which* 
being washed from the fonner sins of our blindness, 
we are delivered unto eternal life." J And agreea- 
ble to the fantastic style of imagery which character- 
ises his writings, he appears to be particularly de- 
lighted with denonjinating Christians, little nshcs, 
who are born in water, and are safe in that element. 
Were we toattenipt accurately to trace the progress 
of these opinions, m the first ages, and adequately 
to represent the extent of their prevalence^ we 

* Eusebius in vita Constfintini, 1. 4. e. 61 , 62. 
"^ \p6l. p/l59. Ed. 1651. + De Baptiamo, Ed. 1676, p. 22i. 



fifiould be under the necessity, bv numberless quoto,^ 
tions from the Fathers, of extending this iuquirj tp 
a most un'^easonable length. 

Suffice it to. remark, that there is scarceiy o^ wri<^ 
4er in the three first centuiiei^^ to descend no iovvcr^ 
trho has no]t spokea upon this subject in a manner^ 
which the advocates for strict jcouimunion at least^ 
^vould deemunscriptural and luipiijper; scarcely one 
from whpm we should j^ojt be taught to inter, tiiat 
baptism was absolutely necessary ]to salvation.— «• 
That this is the doctrine which pervades the formu/- 
iaries of thie Church of jg^gland, is too evident to 
require to be insisted on: nor is it less so, that simi- 
lar sentiments on this head arip exhii)ited, to a great- 
■er or less extent in tjbe creeds of most, if not all es- 
tablished churches. It is surpri.-^Ing then that those 
M^ho contend for jbaptism as ehsentidl to balvaiion, 
should consider it as an essential prerequisite to 
tcommunion? Or is it not a n^uch juster occasion lor 
^surprise, tliat our opponents should urge us with an 
inference whiph it is acknowledged was deduced 
from erroneous premises, as though we were under 
the necessity of admitting a conclusion, while the 
jonly argument by which it is supported is givr 
^n up.» 

For our parts, we must be permitted to look with 

^ When I consider* the firm hold which these unscripdirnl ideas 
ire^pectiiig baptism had tnken ot the minds of meti, ilttuug'iouiaii 
purts of iTie clirKliaii word at an eai^lj pci-ii'd, and recotieet the 
iconfideiice with wh'.cti aiiCient wriier asaeii ihc impossibihty even 
of infants ^cio^ saved wiilioiji.t bj^ptUsro, lUe pi-actlce oX' iiU'ant spriujc* 



suspicion on, the genuine product of error, no more 
expecting to derive truth from erroneous premises, 
than grapes from thorns, or figs from thistles. la 
the present instance, there is no doubt that the opin- 
ion of the absolute necessi^ty of baptism, previous to 
t^ommunipn, sprang from those lofty and supersti- 
tious, ideas respecting its efficacy, %\hich opr oppo- 
nents would be the first to disclaim. Ask a Koman 
Caiholic, a Lutheran, or a member of the Church of 
IBngland* on w^hat ground he rests the absolute ne- 
cessity of the baptismal rite, as a qualification for 
the eucharistj and each of them will concur in re- 
minding you, that it is by that ordinance we become 
tlie children of God, and heirs of his kingdom —7 
*rhc Augsburgh Confession, to which all the Luther- 
an churches are supposed to assent, and which wa^ 
solemnly presented to Charles the fifth at the impe- 
rial Diet, as the authentic exhibiton of their senti- 
ments, expresses itself in the following terms:— 
<« Concerning baptism, they (the followers of Luther) 
teach that it is necessary to salvation; that by bap- 
tism is ofl'ered the grace of Gtdj and t)iat children 
are to be baptized, who being presented to God by 
baptis' , are received into the grace of Gcd. They 
condemn the Anabaptists, who disapprove of the 
baptism of childien, and affirm that children are sa^ 
ved without baptism."* bume of the most learned 



ling seems an almost ncfessaiy result. Who viih such conviction, 

|K)8sesser) of tVe common feelings ot a purent, could fail to iecur*' 

to his inlant liff^yr ig i»uch infiime benetits? v ; ^ 

* Augsburgh Confession, Articled. 
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^ivinea of the Church of England have contendei^l 
that baptism is not only regeneration, but justifica-t 
tioni and have made elaborate attempts to explode 
every other notion of that blessing.* 

Such are the principles whence this taunted una- 
fiimitjr is derived 9-r-princi pies which our brethren 
reprobate on all occasions, while with a strange in^ 
consistency they accuse us of presumption in refu- 
sing our assent to their legitimate consequences. — 
Let it be recollected also, that the points in which 
they, in compoo^ with ourselves, dissent from a vast 
majority of the professors of Christianity are of in- 
comparably more iinportan<:e than the particular in 
"which they agree; for whether baptism be, on all oc- 
casions, a necessary preliminary to communion, is 9, 
trivial question, compared to th^t which jrespects the 
identity of baptism H^ith regeneration. 

The argument from authority, however, when fair- 
ly stated, is entirely in our favor; nor would it be 
easy to assign an example of bolder deviation from 
the universal practice of the christian church, than 
the conduct of our opponents supplies. They are 
the only persons in the world of whom we have ei^ 
ther heard or r^ad, who contend for the exclusion of 
genuine Christians from the Lord's table; who ever 
attempted to distinguish them into two classes, such 
^s are entitled to commemorate their Savior's death, 
and such as are excluded from that privilege. < in. 
yrhat page of the voluminous records of the Churcl^ 
\% sucli a distinction to be traced? Or what intima-, 

^ See WateHami's Sermon en that subject. 
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tion shall we find in scripture of an intention to 
create such an invidious disparity among the mem- 
bers of the same body? Did it ever enter the conrep- 
tton of any but Baptists, that a right to the sign 
could he separated from the thing signified; or that 
there could he a description of persons interested in 
all the blessings of the christian covenant, yet not 
entitled to partake of its sacraments and seals? 

In the judgment of all religious communities be-, 
sides, and in every period of the Church, excom- 
munication or exclusion has been considered as a 
stig;ma, never to be ififlicted but on men of ill lives, 
or on the abettors of heresy and schism; and though 
innumerable instances have occurred, in u^hich the 
best of men have in fact been excluded, they were 
cither accused of fundamental error, or adjudged on 
account of their obstinate resistance to the Church, 
to have forfeited the privileges of Christians. They 
were not excommunicated under the character of 
mistaken brethren, which is the light in which we 
profess to consider Peedobaptists, but as incurable 
teretics and schismatics. The Puritans were ex- 
pelled the Church of England t>n the same princi- 
ple; and although ^t the Kestoration, a vindictive 
spirit was unquestionably the chief motive to those 
disgraceful proceedings, yet the pretensions of ec- 
•clesiastical authority were carried so high in those 
unhappy times, as to furnish the pretext for consid- 
ering them as contumacious contemners of the pow- 
erf and disturbers of the peace of the Church. In 
the whole course of ecclesiastical proceedings, no 
ipaxim was more fij^y recognized than that the 
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sword of excommunication cut asunder the ties of 
fraternity, and consigned the oifender, unless he re*- 
pented, to hopeless perdition. 

In some dissenting societies also, it is true, creeds 
are established which every candidate for adniissioii 
is expected to subscribe; and though tliese sumoia- 
ries of christian doctrine frequently contain articles, 
which admitting them to be true, are liot fundament 
tal, the J were originally deemed i»uch by their fabri- 
cators, or supposed at least to be accompanied with 
such a plenitude of evidence as no sincere inquirer 
<;ouId resist; and ^hey are jcou tinned under the same 
persuasion. 

The right of rejecting those whom Christ has re? 
jceived; of refusing the communion of eminently 
huly men, on account of unessential diHereipes of 
opinion, is not the avowed tenet of any sect or 
community in Christendoin, with the exception of £^ 
majority of the Baptists, who while they are at vari- 
ance with the whole world on a point of such mag- 
nitude, are loud in accusing Jtheir bretiifen of singu- 
larity. If we presumed to resist the current of 
4)pinion, it is on a subject of no practical moment; it 
respects an obscure .and neglected corner of theolo- 
gy; while their singularity is replete with the most 
alarming consequences, destroys at once the unity 
of the church, and pronounces a sentence of excomr 
munication on the whole christian world. 

Having without disguise exhibited in their full 
force the reasoning of the advocates of strict com- 
munion, and replied to it in the best manner we are 
able, it must be left to the impartial reader to deteiv 
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infne on \7l)icli side the evidence preponderates; o( 
-which he \ivill be able to judge more completely, 
•when we have stated at large the grounds of the op- 
posite practice, which we have reserved for the se- 
cond part of this treatise; where we shall have an 
opportunity of noticing some minor objectionS]| 
which could not be so conveniently adverted to i^ 
the former. 



PART II. 

Tills POSITIVE GROUNDS ON WHICH WE JVSTlFlf 
THE PRACTICE OF MIXEI^ COMMUNION. 



SECTION L 

Free communion urgedf^ from the obligation of 

brotherly love. 

THAT we are commanded, in terms the mostabf 
solute, to cultivate a sincere and warnt attachment 
to the members of Christ's body, and that no branch 
of christian duty is inculcated more frequentlv. or 
with more force, will be admitted ^^ithout contro- 
versy. Our Lord instructs us to consider it as the 
principle mark or feature by which his followers are 
to be distinguished in every age. " By this shall all 
men know that ye ^re my disciples, if ye love onei 
another. As I have loved you,}e ought also to love 
one another;" whence it is evident th?it the pattern 
we are to follow is the love which Christ bore to his 
Church, which is undoubtedly extended indiscrimi- 
nately^ to every member. The cultivation of this 
disposition is affirmed to be one of the most essen- 
tial objects of the christian revelatiop, as wel^tisthq 
fpost precious fruit of that faith by which it is em< 
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braced. " Seeing," sajrs St. P^ter, " ye have purlf 
fied jour hearts by obeying the truth unto an uhr 
feigned love of the brethren, see that ye love one 
another with a pure heart fervently." Agreeably to 
which, the beloved disciple afiirins it to b,e the chief 
evidence of our being in a state of grace and salva* 
tlou. '^ By this we know that we are passed ironi 
death unto iife^ because we love the brethren." Let 
it also be reineinbered, that the mode in which ^e 
are commanded to exhibit and express this most em* 
ineut grace of the Spirit, is the preservation of un- 
ion, a careful avoidance of every temper and prac- 
tice which might produce alienation and division.?— 
To this purpose, St. Pau) reminds us of that union 
ivhich subsist9 betwixt the several parts of the body, 
the harmony with whiich its respective functioqs are 
carried on, where the noblest organ is incapable of 
dispensing with the action of the meanest, together 
M^itn that quick feeling of sympathy which pervades 
the wholes all which, he tells us, is contrived and 
adjusted to prevent a schism in the body, in apply- 
ing this illustration to the subject before us. it is iih- 
possible not to perceive that when one part of Christ's 
mystical body refuses to co-operate with another i^ 
a principal spiritual function, such as communing at 
the Lord'^ table, that every evil subsists against 
which we are so anxiously guarded^ and what is 
more extraordinary, subsists upon the principle we 
lare opposing, by divine appointment. In the last 
prayer our Jsavior uttered, in which he expressly in- 
pludes all who shoul4 hereafter believe, he earnestly 
intreats tiiat they may be al) one, even as he and hj^ 
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Father were one, that the world might he furnished 
with a convincing evidence of his mission. For 
some ages the object of that prayer was realized, in 
the harmony which prevailed amongst Christians, 
who^e religion was a bond of union more strict and 
tender than the ties of consanguinity; and with the 
appellation of Brethren, they associated all the sen^ 
timents, of endearment that relation implied. To 
see men of the most contrary character and habits, 
the learned and the rude, the most bolished and thei 
most uncultivated, the inhabitants of countries aliens 
ated frofm each other by institutions the most repugn* 
nant, and by contests the most violent, forgettii^ 
their ancient animosity, and blending into one mass, 
at the command of a person whom they had never 
se^n, and who had ceased to be an inhabitant of this 
world, was an astonishing spectacle. Such a sudden 
assimilation of the most discordant materials, such 
love issuing from hearts naturally selfish, and giving 
birth to a new race and progeny, could be ascribed 
to nothing but a diVine interposition: it was an ex« 
perimental proof of the commencement of that king« 
dom of God, that celestial economy, by which the 
powers of the future world are imparted to the 
present. When we turn from contemplating this, 
to the practice under consideration, we see an oppo^ 
site phenomenon; a sect of Christians coming to asi 
open rupture and separation in point of communion 
with the whole christian world; and we ask wheth- 
er it be possible to reconcile such a conduct with the 
import of our Savior's prayer. If it is not, it must 
be condemned as antichristian, unless we hesitate U 



u 

affirm, that whatever is repugnant to the mind of 
Chrlsl, merits that appellation. Let it be remenfi- 
bered too, that though the prayer we have adduced 
was uttered by him who possessed a perfect knowl- 
edge of futurity, and was thoroughly apprized of the 
diversities of sentiment whlbh would arise among 
his foUowersi he was not deterred by that considera- 
tion from coihprehending in this his desire of union, 
all who should hereafter believe on his name. 

Whatever attachment our opponents may profess 
to those whom they exclude, their behavior, it must 
he ackndwleged, is so ill adapted to accredit their 
professions; that the eyei of the worlds who judge 
by sensible appearances^ aiid are strahgelfs tb subtle 
distinctions^ such a proceeding will inevitably be 
considered as a practical declaration that the person^ 
from whom they separate are n6t Christians. There 
is no reason to doubt that thci precepts of the gospel 
on this, ad well ad evei'v other breach of morals, are 
to be interpreted on a liberal scale; and that when 
they enjoin any particular disposition in general 
terms, we must consider the injunction as c6mpre- 
Kending all its natural demonstrations, all its genu- 
ine expressions. But to retusiEi the cominunion of 
sincere Christians, h not a natural expression of 
christian love, but So diametrically opposite^ that we 
may fairly put it to the conscience of thosi^ who con- 
tend for such a measure, whether they find it possi- 
ble to carry it into execution without ah inward 
struggle^ Without feeling emotions of sorrow and 
concern. It is to inflict a woUnd on the very heart 
df charity^ for no faulty for none at least of which the 
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'frflTeader is conscious for none which such treatmd)it 
has the remotest tendency to correct; and if this i$ 
Dot being; ^ilt J of "beating our fellovir servant," 
'we must despair of ascertaining the meaning of the 
terms. 

Were the children of the sanie parent^ in conse- 
quence of the different construction they put on a 
disputed clause in their father's will, to refuse to 
tat at the same table or to drink Out of the same 
cup, it would be ridiculous for them to, pretend that 
their attachment to each other remained undiminish- 
ed; nor is it less so for Christians to assert that 
their withdrawing from communion with their breth- 
iren, is no interruption to their harmony and affec- 
tion. It is a serious and awful interruption, and 
'^ill ever be considered in that light as long as the 
interior sentiments of the mind continue to be inter- 

?>reted by their natural signs, i have known more 
nstances than one of good men complaining of the 
uneasiness, I might say the anguish, they feit on 
those occasions, when they witnessed some of their 
most intimate friends, persons of exalted piety^ 
compelled, after joining in the other branches of 
Worship, to withdraw from the Lord's table, a<% though 
<' they had no part or lot in the matter." We hnve 
been accustomed to conceive that the dictates oif the 
Holy Ghost were always in harmony with his^pera- 
tions, the precepts of the gospel with its^irit; and 
that nothing was enjoined as matter of^uty on < Chris- 
tians, which offered violence to the l)est feelings of 
the renewed heart. We have always supposed that 
by the law of Christ we were tailed to mortify tlie 
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old man only with his affectioas and lusts; but if the* 
doctrine of our opponents be true, we shall be fre« 
quently summoned to' the strange discipline of re- 
pressing the movements of Christian charity; and 
the practice of quenching the Spirit^ instead of be* 
ing regarded with the horror, will become on many 
Occasions an indispensable duty. For this new and 
unheard of conflict, in- which the injunctions ot 
Christy and the dictates of his Spirit, propel u^^ 
in opposite directions, we acknowledge ourselves* 
unprepared. 

in order to place this part of our subject in its^ 
strongest light, it is necessary to recur to what wcr 
have suggested before, respecting the two fold im^ 
port of tne eucharist, that it is first a feast upon » 
sacrifice,- in which we are actual partakers by faitb 
of the body and blood of the Redeemer offered upon 
the cross. Consi<lered in this view, it is a federal 
rite, in which we receive tlie pledge of recoeciiia^ 
tion^ while* we avouch the Lord to be our God, and 
surround his tiable as a part of his family, in its se- 
condary import, it is intended as a solemn recogni- 
tion of each other as members of Christ, and conse- 
quently, in the language of St. Paul, "as one body, 
andone bread." Now we either acknowledge Pce- 
dobaptists to be Christians, or we' do not. If not, 
let us speak out without reserve,, and justify their 
exclusion at onee, upon a broad and consistent basis* 
But if we reject a sentiment so illiberal, why refuse 
to unite with them in an appointment, which as far 
as its social import is concerned, has no other object 
than to express that fraternal attachment which we 
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.•actually feel? Why select as the line of demarcii^ 
tion, the signal of disunion, that particular branch 
of worship, which if we credit the inspired writers, 
was ordained in preference to every other, to be the 
symbol of christian unity? That they are equally 
tapab^€ with ourselves or deriving the spiritual edi- 
fication and improvement attached to this ordinance^ 
is implied in the acknowied^ent of their being 
Christians; while with respect to its iimport as a so- 
cial act, or an act of communion, it implies neither 
^ore nor less than a recognizance of ttieir claini to 
that title. It neither implies that they are baptized, 
lior tho contrary; it has po retrospective view to 
that ordinance w.hatevei^ it implies neither more 
iior less than that they ai^ members of Christ, and 
the objects consequently of that fraternal attach r 
inent, which our opponents themselyes profess to fee}^ 

SECTION If, 

OThe practice of open communion argued^ from ihi^ 
e:^press injunfitton of scripture respecting the conr 
duetto he maintained by sincere Christians whff 
differ in their religious sentiments. 

"We are expressly commanded in the scripture to 
tolerate, in the church those diversities of opinion 
which are not inconsistent with salvation. . We 
fearn from the New Testament that a diversity of 
views subsisted in the times of the. Apostles, be- 
twixt the Jewish and Gentile converts especially, 
tiie former retaining an attachment to the anpi£n^ 



88 

law, and conceiving the most essential parts of it tg^ 
be still in force; the latter from correcier views, re- 
jecting it altogether. Some declined the use of cer- 
tain kinds of meat forbidden bj Moses, which oth- 
ers partook of without sqruple: " one man esteemed 
one day abov^ another," conscientiously observing 
the principal Jewish solemnities; « another esteem-*' 
ed every day alike.'* Among the Jewish converts, 
▼ery dift'erent sentiments were eptertained on the 
subject of circumcision, which all a})peared to havQ 
observed, thouffh upon different principles; the mor^ 
enlightened, like 8t J^aul, from ^ solicitude to avoid 
unnecesary offence;' the more superstitious, from 
persuasion of its intrinsic obligatiob; and some be- 
cause they believed it impossible to be saved without 
it; by which thejr endangered, to say the lea«t, the 
fundamental doctrine of justification, by faith,— 
Against the sentiment last mentioned, we find St. 
Paul protesting with vehemence, and affirming with 
all the authority of his office, that "if any 
man was circumcised" with such views, "Christ, 
profited him nothing;'^ but on no occasion pron 
ceeding to excommunication. The contention 
arising from the discussion of these points be- 
came SQ violent, that there appeared no method 
of termiqating it, but to depute Paul and Barna-f 
bas to ga up to Jerusalem, to consult the Apos- 
Jles, who being solemnly convened on the occasion,^ 
issued the famous decree contained in the fifteenth 
of the Acts, by which the liberty of the gospel was. 
confirmed, arid the domineering spirit of Jewish 
fiealots repr^^ed. Though the success of this mca- 
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sure was great, it was not complete; a contrariety of 
opinion and of practice prevailed in the church re- 
specting; Jewish ceremonies. But instead of attempt- 
ing to silence the remaining differences, bjr interpo- 
sing his authority, St. Paul enjoins mutual tolera« 
fion. << Him that is weak in faith receive ye not to 
doubtful disputations. For one beli^veth that he 
may eat all thinss; another who is weak eateth 
herbs. Let not him that eateth despise him tliat 
eateth not; and let not him that eateth not, judge 
him that eateth; for God hath received him. Who 
art thou that judgest another man's servant? Unto 
his own master he standeth or falleth. Yea, he shall 
he holden up, for God is able to make him stand » 
One man esteemeth every day alike. Let every 
nan be fully persuaded in his own mind."* 

To the same purpose are the following injunctions 
in the next chapter:— *< We then that are strong, 
ought to bear the infirmities of the weak, and not to 
filease ourselves. Now the God of peace and con- 
solation grant you to be like minded one towards 
another according to Jesus Christ, that ye may with 
one mind and with one mouth, glorify God, even tlie 
Father 'of our Lord Jesus Christ. Wherefore re- 
ceive ye one another, as Christ also received us, to 
ihe ^lory of God."t It cannot be denied that the 
passages we have adduced contain an apostblic can- 
4»n for the regulation of the conduct ot such Chris- 
lUans as agree in fundamentals, while they differ ou 



* Romans 14. 1 , 5« f Romani, 15. 1, 6, 7. 
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Joints of subordinate importance; by this canon 
ley are commanded to exer(:ise a reciprocal tolera- 
tion i^nfi indulgence, and on no account to proceed 
to an open rupture. I^ order to apply it to the 
. question under consideration, it 19 only necessary 
to consider to what description of persons the rule 
extends. The persons ^e are commanded to receive 
are the weak in faith. From the context, as well 
ias from other parts of his epistles, it is certain that 
St. Paul means to designate by that appellation, sin-^ 
fcere though erring Christians; and in the instance 
then under contemplation, persons whose organs 
were not yet attempered to the blaze of gospel light 
and liberty, but who sitill clung to certain legal usa- 
ges and distinctions, which more comprenensive 
viewgf of revelation would have taught them to dis-? 
card. The term weak is emploved by the same wri- 
ter in his epistle to the Corinthians, to denote an er- ^ 
roneous conscience, founded 01^ a false persuasion of 
a certain power and efficacy attached to, idols, of 
which they are really destitute. " For himself,*' he 
tells us, « he knew that an idol was nothing, but ev- . 
ery one wa^ not possessed of that knowledge: for ' 
some with conscience of the idol, with an interior * 
conviction of its power, e^t of the sacrifice as a 
thing offered to an idol, and their conscience being. 
weakf is defiled." In the chapter whence these 
words are quoted, the term weak occurs not less 
than five times, and in each instance is used as sy- 
nonymous with erroneous. I have insisted the more 
on tnis particular, in order to obviate a misconcep- 
Ition which may arise frpni the ackhcwledged ambi- 
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^itj of the word weak, which mi^i be supposed to 
intend not a mistaken or erring mind, but a mind 
Dot sufficiently confirmed in the truth to which it asr 
sents. The certainty of its comprehending the case 
oi error being once admitted, it is pot necessary to 
SBtiltiply words to evince its bearing on the present 
controversy^ all that remains to be considered is the 
jnrinciple on which toleration is enforced, which ev- 
ery impartial reader must perceive is the assumption 
that the errors and mistakes to be tolerated are not 
Jundamental, not of suph a nature, in other words, 
as to prevent those who maintain them from being 
accepted with God. « Let not him that eateth des- 
pise him who eateth not; and let not him that eateth 
9iot, judge him that eateth; for God hath received 
himJ^^ What can this mean but that the error in 
question to whichsoever side it be imputed, was of 
a description not to exclude its abettor from being 
an accepted servant of God, who as he at present 
bears with his infirmity, is well able, whenever he 
pleases, to correct and remove it. He further pro- 
ceeds to urge a spirit of forbearance from a consid- 
eration of the perfect integrity with which both par- 
ties maintained tl>eir respective opinions* Both 
were equally conscientious, and therefore neither 
deserved to be treated with severity. " Wherefore 
receive ye one another,*' he adds, "even as Christ 
has received you to the glory of the Father.'' When . 
h^. thus commands Christians to receive each other, 
and enforces that duty by the example of Christ, it 
surely requires little penetration to perceive that 
the practice enjoined ought to be commensurate to 
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that example, and that this precept obliges us to re- 
ceive all whom Christ has received. To interpret it 
otherwise, is to suppose the example irrelevant, and 
at once to annihilate the principle on which the in- 
junction is founded. 

Havins paved the way to the conclusion to which 
we would conduct the reader, we have only to re- 
mark, that in order to determine how far these apos- 
tolic inunctions oblige us to tolerate the supposed 
error oi our Psedohaptist brethren, we have merely 
to consider whether it necessarily excludes them 
from being of the number of those whom Christ ha^ 
received, to the glory of the Father, whether it be 
possible to hold it with christian sincerity, and fi- 
pally, whether its abettors will stand or fall in the 
eternal judgment. 

If these questions are answered in the way which 
christian candor irresistibly suggests, and wnich the 
judgment of our op{)onents approves, they conclude 
in favor of the admission oi Psedobaptists to com- 
munion, not less forcibly than if they had been men- 
tioned by name; and all attempts to evade them^ 
must prove futile and abortive. If it be asserted om 
the contrary, that a mistake on the subject of bap* 
tism is not comprehended in the above description^ 
the passages adduced must be acknowledged ir-^ 
relevant, and the whole controversy assumes a ne^ 
aspect. 

In the same spirit the Apostle earnestly presses ot 
the Philippians the obligation of maintaining an un- 
interrupted harmony, and of cultivating a n>aternal 
affection to each otheri ey^a while he is contempla* 
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tins the possibility of their entertaining different ap» 
prehensions respecting truth and duty. After pror 
posing himself as an example of the renunciation of 
jLegal hopes, and the serious study of perfection, he 
.adds, '^ Let us therefore, as many as are perfect j as 
many as have obtained correct aqd enlarged 'views 
of the gospel, be thus minded; and if in any thing 
^e are otherwise oiinde^, or rather differently mind- 
ed, possessing different views and apprehensions oi| 
certain subjects^ God will reveal ^V)en this unto 
you * Nevertheless^ wherein we have already at- 
tained, let us walk by the same rule, let us mind the 
«ame thing.'* Here the case of a. diversity of senr 
timent arising ainong Christians is di^tiiictly assu- 
med, and the proper remedy suggested, which is 
not the exercise of a compulsory po>yer| inuch less 
a separation of coinmunioj;!, but the ardent pursuit 
of christian piety, accompanied with a humble de- 
pendence oi;^ divine teaching, whiich it may reasona-f 
oly be expected, will in due time correct the errors 
and imperfections of sincere believers. The con- 
duct to be maintained in the meanwhile^ was a cor- 
'dial co-operation in every branch of iKrorship and of 
practice, with respect to which they were agreed, 
without attempting to affect a unanimity by force: 
and this is precisely the conduct which we contend 
fihould be maintained towards our Paedobaptist breth* 



* See an admirable critieiBm on this panage io Bishop Honer 
ley's Sermons, wbere the ^ord eteroos, which is the key to th^ 
«rhole pavage, is most happily elacidatedT-Fo/. i^fo^e 3$8» 
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rei). If they can be repelled from the Lord's table,, 
without YioUting both th.e letter and the spirit of the 
preceding an 4 of similar adpcvonitions, we are prepa- 
red, however reluctantly, to acquiesce in their ex- 
clusion; but if they cannot, it deserves the serious 
consideration of the advocates of that measure, how 
they can reconcile the palpable infringement of such 
precepts with the scrupulous adherence to the dic- 
tates of scripture^ to which they make such loud 
pretensions. 

It will surely not be denied that the precepts of 
the gospel are entitled to at least as much reverence 
as apostolical precedents, when it is remembered 
that the language of the former, as is befitting 
laws, is clear and determinate, while inferences 
deduced from the letter are frequently subject to de- 
bate; not tp remark, that if we consider the spirit 
of scripture prec^ent, it will be found entirely in 
Jdur favor. 

When the abettors of exclusive communion are 
pressed with the conclusions resulting from the pas- 
sages we have quoted, and others of a similar ten- 
dency, their usual answer is that the inspired wri- 
ters make no mention of baptism on these occasions, 
and that no allusion is had to a diversity of opiniou 
on the positive institutions of the gospel; which ig 
perfectly true, and perfectly foreign to the purpose 
for which it is alledged; for the question at issue is 
riot — What were the individual errors we are to tol- 
erate? but — ^What is the ground on which that mea- 
sure is enforced, and whether it be sufficiently com- 
prehensive to include the F^^dobaptists? That it is 
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BO9 that they are actually included, can only be de<* 
nied by affirming that they are precluded from di> 
vine. acceptance, since it is precisely on that ground 
'that St, Paul rests the plea of toleration. To object 
to the application of a general priitciple to a par- 
ticular case, that it is not the identical one which 
first occasioned its^nunciation^is egregious, trifling, 
and would go to the subversion of all general princi- 
ples whatever, and consequently put an end to all 
Teasoning. When a doubtful point in morality is to 
he decided by an appeal to a general principle, it is 
«n essential property of such a principle to extend 
to more particulars than one^ sinde if it did not, it 
\roald cease to be a principle, and the point in ques- 
tion would be Mt to be decided by its^li^ and if not 
self evident, could admit of no decision whatever. 
When Nadab and Abihn, intoxicated with wine, of- 
fered strange fire upon the altar and iver^ struck 
with instant death for their presumption, Moses by 
divine command prescribed the following general 
rule for the worship of God:— -*« I will be sanctified 
x>f all them that draw nigh unto me, and before all 
the people will I be glorified." Who can be at & 
loss to perceive the absurdity of limiting that pre- 
cept to the prohibition of intoxication, the crime 
which occasioned its first promulgation, instead of 
extending it to every instance of levity and impiety, 
in an approach to the divine Majesty. .My con-, 
sciousness of the extreme weight of prejudice which 
the, truth has to encounter, together with the inapti* 
tude of many who are liiost interested in thid c6ii« 
troversy to ascend to the fitst principles^ is iny on* 
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slpotogj (or insisting upon a point so obvious; ehu'-^ 
sing rather to hazard the contempt of the wise, than 
not to impress conviction on the vulgar. 

With such as admit the possibility of Paedobap- 
tists being saved, there remains iti my apprehension 
no alternative, but either to receive them into their 
communion without sdruple^ as comprehended with-* 
in the apostolic canon, or to affirm that decision to be' 
founded on erroneous grounds; which at once re- 
moves the cob trovers J to a superior tribunal, where* 
tliej^ and the Apostle must implead each other. Letf 
us hdwever, brieflj examine certain distinctions* 
thej have rfedourse to, in order to elude the force of 
these passages, tn the first place, it has been af-* 
leged that though we are commanded to receive our 
ihistaken brethren, we are not instructed to receive 
them at the Lord's table, or into the external com- 
munion of the church; and that such injunctions 
are consequently irrelevant to the inquiry respect- 
ing the right of persons of a similar character t<F 
those external privileges of which they make no 
mention. « Is there no way, '^ say our opponents, 
*5 of receiving him that is weak in faith, but by ad- 
ihitting hini to the Lord's table? Must the exhorta- 
tion to receive & christian brother be confined to 
that single instance of true benevolence?"* To 
this we reply that we know of none who assert that 
i^e term receive must necessarily be limited to the 
«lngle act of a reception at the Lord's table; but wc 



♦Booth's Apologr, png»e lOI. 
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aMrm without hesitation, that he is not received in; 
the sense of the Apostle, who is denied that privi- 
lege. Had the parties whom he addressed proceed- 
ed to an open rupture in point of communion, would 
they, in the judgement of our opponents, have com-^ 
plied with the purport and spirit of his injunction^ 
And if, after adopting such a measure, they had ap- 
pealed to the Apostle, wheiherthere " were no other 
way. of receiving their brethren l?ut by admitting 
them tof the Lord's table,^^ would he, or would he 
not, have considered himself as mocked and insult- 
ed? Mr. liooth enumerates many instances in St. 
Paul's epistles, in which he enjoins Christians to i^e' 
ceive certain persons, such as Phcebe, Onesinius, 
£paphroditus, and himself, where an admission to 
the Lord's table was not intended, but something 
which he informs us would manifest their love in a 
much higher degree.* ^Vhat a conyincinff demon- 
stratiori of the propriety of withholding from per- 
sons of a similar character, that lower^ that inferior 
token of esteem which is included m christian fel- 
lowship! Anci because the bare admission of all the 
persons mentioned to the external communion of the 
church, did not satisfy the ardent benevolence of 
the Apostle, without more decided and discriminate 
marks of aittachment, nor answer in the opinion of 
our opponents to the full import of the word r^ceive^ 
the true methocf of realising his intentions, is to re- 
ject the modern Phoebe and Onesimus altogether^ 



• Booth's Apology, page 102. 
t 
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; "Supposing however," says Mr. Booth, "that 
there were no way of receiving one that is weak in 
faith, hut by admitting him to the Lord's table, this 
text would be far from proving that which our oppo- 
nents desire; unless they could make it |ippear,that 
the persons of whom the Apostle immediately speaks 
iVere not members of the Church of Home, when he 
gave the advice."* If there . be any weight in this 
argument it mu^t proceed on the supposition, that if 
the persons whOrh the Apostle enjoined the* Romans 
to receive, had not been already members, ther^ is 
no sufficient ground for believing, notwithstanding 
ithe strain of his admonitionsji that they would have 
been admitted. But is it possible to suppose that he • 
would have recommended a class of persons soear* 
nestly to the affectionate regards of a christian so- 
ciety whom he would not have previously deemed 
eligible to their communion; or' that the primitive 
discipline was so soon relaxed as to occasion the 
continuance in the church of such as would have 
been originally deemed unworthy candidates? Most 
a^^uredly they who upon valid grounds would have 
been rejected if they had not already been members, 
were never permitted to boast the protection and pa* 
tpnage of an inspired Apostle after they be- 
came such. In every well ordered society, the priv- 
ileges attached to it are forfeited by that conduct in 
its members, whatever it be*, which would have beea 
an eiiectujtl obstacle to their admission, and to sup' 
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pose this maxim reversed in a christian diurcb, an^ 
that an Apoistle wouldcaress, protect and commend 
jpej^sons who might jirstly have heen debarred from 
entering^ is an absurditj, which few mind» can di- 
gest. The necessitj of recurring to such supposi- 
tionc, is itself a sufficient confutation of the system 
tbej are about to defeitd.. 

Our opponents still insist upon it that no conclu- 
sion can be dra>vn from; the command to receive the 
y:eak in fatth^ unless it. tould be shewn that they 
\\ete unbaptized* Butthi^ roodci of reasonirig pur- 
sued to its consequences, would annihilate all the 
general axicflis-iif scripture^* and considerir*g the 
infinite diVjersity of hunian circumstances, render 
them a most incompetent guide* If the Holy JSpir- 
it has been pleased to command us, without excep- 
tipn^ to receive the wpah in faithj and instructed us 
in the grounds on which his decision proceeded, 
^vhich is plaialy the acceptance of such with God — 
if the Apostles acting uiider his direction, governed 
the church on the same principles, and suffered no 
breach of communion to be effected * but on account 
bf a vicious life, or fundanientai error, the criminal- 
ity attached to an opposite course of procedure w ill 
be very little extenuated by a circumstantial diff'er- 

* ** Put ac!mittin)>;Ihat to be a fact,'' says Mr Booth, " of which 
(here is not the least etidenee, the conclusion (tri:.\«'n irvm ihepas- 
spge would not be ju&t, ei^ccpt it were al&oprc\t<l, that tl^ « wtj-k iir 
faith were unbsptized,. or at'Ieast eo considered by ihe»r stronger 
lr«thren, lor tlwtifi the pomt in dispute between us."— 2f •(;(/**« 
JipologyylO\. ' *• 
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ence in its objects. Had those whom the Apostle* 
conmanded their converts to tolerate, been unbaptiT 
xed^ the inference in favor of Pscdobaptists would 
unquestionably have bie^n mora obvious, but not 
more certain, because nothing can be more evident 
than th,at they urged the duty of toleration on 9. 
pr'incipLe which, even in the judgment of our oppor 
n^nts, equally applies to the Psedohaptists, which is 
that the error in each.case is compatible with a state 
of salvation^ and may be held with an upright coRr 
faience. 

However systems and opinions may fluctuate, 
truth is eternal; and if these were solid grounds of 
mutual forbearance and indulgence heretofore, they 
must stili continue such; but if they were not, SU 
Paul must be acknowledged to have reasoned incon- 
clusively, and all idea of plenary inspiration must 
be abandoned. As the case stands, the advocates of 
exclusi\e communion mu&t either assert, in direct 
contradiction to his st^t^n>ent, that the compatibili- 
ty of an .error with a state of salvation, and with 
what comes nearly to the same point, the perfect 
sincerity of its abettor, is not a sufficient reason for 
its being tolerated in tl^ church, or consign the Pxr 
dobaptists who. die in their sentiments, to eternal 
destruction. In thi» dilemma, they are at liberty to 
adopt which position they please^ but ttom both it is 
impossible to escape. 

In or^er, as it should seem, to perplex the mind 
of the reader on this part of the subject, our oppo«- 
nents endeavor to confound that interposition of 
^ercy, by which impenitent sinners a,re intro,du,c.e4 



liiKto a state of salvation, with the graeious accepft- 
s^nce of believers.* 

With this view we are remioded that God re^ 
ceives such as are dead i|i ^in^. Whether it be 
safe to assert.thAt God accepts the impenitent atall^ 
while their impenUenQe continues, 1. shall not stay- 
to inquire: it \s certain thej are not received in th# 
same sen$e as genuine Christians, nor in the sense 
the Apostle intended when .he enjoined .forbearance 
towards the weak in faith, . That Chdst receives 
roein in their sins, so as to adopt them into his fami- 
ly, and make them heirs of etet:nal life, is^ doctrine 
olfensi\e to pious ears, most remote from the lan<« 
guage of scripture, and from all sober theology.— ^ 
But if thej intend soinethtns essentially distinct 
from this, for wh^t purpose it is introduced^ except 
with a view to shelter themselves under the cover of 
an apibiguous term, I am at a loss to conjecture. In 
the meantime, it is obvious that the design of these 
contorsions Is to get rid if possible qf a principle 



* «• Yet permit me to asli;" says-Mr/Bootli, ♦* is the divine con- 
doet, is the favor of Go<l, or the kindnesa of'Christ in receiving «i^ 
ner«, the rule of our proceeding in the administrauon of positive 
institutions? 'Whom does Cod, whom does Christ receive? None 
but those who believe and profess faith in the Lord Messiah? Our 
brethren will not aifirm it. For4f divine compassion did not ex- 
tend to the dead in sin; if ihe kindness of Christ did not relieve , 
the enemies of God, none of our fellow race ;would ever be saved. . 
But does it hence folicw that we roust admit the unbelieving, or . 
the unconverted, eiiher to baptism or the holy sui>per? Our gra* 
cions Lord Ireeiy accepts at that desire it, arid all that come, biMi; 
are we bound to receive every one that solicits CQBunuiaQA JWifil 
us.'i— J?pff/AV Jpoio£ry,pa^e 106. 
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ivhich originated not with us^ but with St. Paul, 
ihai \ve tiught to accept those whom we acknowt-i 
^dge Chri&t to have accepted. This is still uiore ev--. 
ident, when we find them adducing the excomnium- 
cation of unworthy members, such as the incestii* 
ouh man atCorintn, who it is asserted was b\\ ftk>ng 
an object of' divine favOr, as a proof that the 
rule which that inspired \\rit6r has laid down, 
jna} be safely neglected. In. reply to which, it is 
sufficient to ask — In what light was the incestuous 
p^rsdd regarded,* when he declaied his determina- 
tion to deliver him to ^atan for the destruction of 
the flesh. Was it under the character of amtmber 
«f Christ, or an eoemyto the gospel? If we believe 
his own representation, he deemed it necessary for 
liim to be expelled as an infectious leaven, the con- 
tinuance of which would corrupt the whole mass; so 
thai whatever proofs of repentance he might after- 
ivaids exhibit, these could have ho' influence on the 
principle on which he was excluded. When the 
professors of Christianity are guilty of deliberate 
violation of the laws of Christ, they are to be treat- 
ed agreeably to the conduct they exhibit, as bad men, 
with a hope that the serverity of discipline maj 



 ** Besides, gospel churches,** says Mr.6ooth> "are sometimes 
oMiged to exclude from theit* commufHOD those whom be has re- 
ceived^ AS appears from the case ot the incestuous pei'son in the 
church of CoHnth. And have those churches which practice free 
commtknioiD never excluded any for scandalous backsiidings, whom 
i>otw>ih»*>»ndiDg, they could act hut consider as received of 
Chritt?*%-^j0MM # Jipolog^ pa^e 1 06. 
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reclaim and restore them to the paths of rec- 
litiide. 

To justifj the practice of exclusive communion^ 
by p}«ciDg FeedobaptJsts, who form the geat body 
of the faithfal) on the same level ivith men of im- 
pure and vicious lives, is equally repugnant to.rea- 
son, and oifensive to charity; at the same time that 
it is manifest JFrom this mode of i:easoniii£;) that the 
neasiire contended for is considered In the light of 
ptmishment, W hether our Pocdohapti^t brethren are 
proper objects of it, '^r uhether it is adopted to pro- 
mote the only legitimate end^ of punishments must 
be left to future enquiry. 

SECTION III. 

Fcedobaptists a part of the true church, and their 
exclusion on that account unlatrftd. 

Before we proceed to urge the argument announ- 
ced in this section, it will be necessary to ascertain 
the precise import of the word church, as it is em- 

Soyed in the holy scriptures. If we examine the 
ew Testament, we shall find that the term chiirch, 
as a religious appellation, occurs in two senses only; 
it either denotes the whole body of the faithful, or 
some one assembly of Christians associated for the 
worship of God. In the former sense, it is styled 
in the Apostle's creed, catholic, or universal; a be- 
lief in the existence of which, forms one of its prin- 
cipal articles. In this sense, Jesus Christ is affirm- 
ed to be « Head over all things to the church, which 
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i]9 his bod J." It is in this collective view of it, ihat 
we affiriD its perpetuity. When the term is eD)plo^- 
ed to denote a particular assembly of Christians, it 
is invariably accompanied with a specification of 
the place where it was accustomed to convene, as 
for -example, the church at Corinth, at Ephesus, or 
at Rome. Now it is manifest from scripture, that 
these two significations of the word differ from each 
other only as a part differs from a whole, so that 
when 'the whok body of believers is intended* it is 
used in its absolute form; when a particular society 
is meant, it is joined with a local specification, it 
is never used in the New 'I'estament as in modern 
times, to denote the aggregate of christian assem- 
blies throughout a province, or a kingdom; nor do 
we ever read .of the churcti of Achaia, 'Oalatia, c.t 
caetera, but of the xbupches in the plural number^ 
the word being constantly applied either to the whole 
number of the faithful, scattered throlighout the 
world, or to some single congregation or society. It 
is equally .obvious that whenever the .word church 
occurs in its absolute fosm, it comprehends all genu- 
ine Christians without exception, and as that church 
is afiirmed to be hisJbody^ it could not enter into the 
conception of the inspired writers that there were a 
class of persons strictly united to Christy who yet 
were none of itsvcompouent parts. 

By orthodox Christians it is unifnrinly maintain- 
ed that union to Christ is formed by faith, and as 
the Baptists are distinguished by dumanding a pro- 
fesssion of it at baptism, they at least are precluded 
4'rom asserting that rite to haye any concern in e^ 
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feoting the spiritual alliance in question. In thfiir 
jud^Tnent at least, since faith precedes the applicar 
tion of water, the only means of union are possess- 
ed hj the ahettorjs of infant sprinkling equally with 
themselves; who jare therefore equally jof the ** body 
of Christ, and memhersin particular. 
. But sinxse the Holy .Ghost identifies that body 
with the church, explaining the one by the other^ 
(" for his body's sake, which is the church,*') it 
seems inipossib.ie to deny that tliey^are fully entitled 
to be considered in the catholic sens^ pt the teim^ 
as members .of the jChristian church. A. ,d as the 
universal ^churph is nothing more than the colective 
body of the faithful, and differs only from a particu-r 
lar assembly ^f Christians, as the whole from apart^ 
it is equally impossible to deny that a Po&dobaptisi 
society is, in the inpre limited import pf the word^ 
a true church. 

If we consider the matter in a light so^newhat 
xlifferent, we shall be conducted to the «anie couclur 
sion, and be compelled to confess that Fjoedobaptist 
societie:8 are, or at least may be, notwithsta^iding the 
practice of infant i»prinkling, true c^i^qhes. 1 he 
idea of p^u ality, it will b^ admitted, adds nothing 
to the nature of the .object to which it is attached.--f 
The idea of a number of inen.difters nothing in kind 
frpm that of a single man, except that it involves a 
repetition, or multiplication of the same idea. But 
the term church is mei^ely a numerical term, denoting 
a multitude, or an ass^embly of men; aud for th^ 
^aoie reason that a number of men meetinjg tojgetjbir 
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er constitutes an assemblv, or church,* in the most 
comprehensive import of the word, so a number of" 
christians (Sonviened for the worship of God, consti- 
tutes a christian assembly, o)r?L church. Such an 
assembly, willtiecessarily te modified by the charac- 
ter of the members which cmnpo^e it; if their senti- 
inents are erroneous, the church' will proportioftably 
imbibe atinctu^e of errors but to affirm that though 
it ctmsists of real' Christians, a society of such ^«- 
sembled for christian worship is not a trije church, 
Is to attribute to the idea of plurality or of fiumber 
the power of changing the nature or essence of the 
•object with which it is united, which involves a con- 
tradictiori to our clearest perceptions. ' If W6 ad- 
heve to the dictates of reason or of scripturej when 
we give the appellation of a church to a particullii^ 
society of Christians, we shall mingle nothing in 
our conceptions, beyond what enters i fa to our ideas 
of an individual Christian, with the exception of 
this circumstance only, that it denotes a number of 
such individuals actually assembled, or wont to a»- 
semble for the celebration of divine worship. — 
Thougli the definition of ai church has often been the 
occasion of iiiuch cotifused disquisition, especiallj- 
•when the term has been applied exclusively to the 
clergy, the Baptists, I believe, are the only persons 
"who hiave scrupled to assign that appellation to so- 
cieties acknowledged to consist of spiritual' worship- 



f AcU 1 9. S?— ■*' For tlie assemWy was confused," Tlie origiq* 
aVwcrU is e ekhteiia, tbe term ttsuaily reiidered church. 
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pers a notion which, however re^pugnant to the dic- 
tates of candor, or of commoa sense, is the ncces-, 
sary appendage X)f the practice, equally absurd^' 
of confining their communion tajtheir own denomi- 
nation. 

. Having shewn, we trust to the satisfaction «f th© 
reader, that .pcedobaptisra is not an error of sucli 
magnitude, as to prevent the society which maintains 
it from being deemed a true .church, I proceed to 
observe that to repel the .members of such a. society 
from communidn, is the very essence of schrsmi— 
Schism is a causeless and unnecessary separat^oa 
from the church. of Christ,, or^from any part of itj 
and that secession cannot urge the pleaiof necessi- 
: ijj where no concurrence in what is deemed evil, no 
■approbation of error or superstition, is involved ia 
communion. In the case beforlms, by admitting a 
Fcedobaptist to the Lord's supper\o sanction what- 
ever is given td infant sprinkling, op act of concur- 
rence is involved or implied; notnlng is done, or 
left undone, which would have not been equally so, 
if his attendance were withdrawn. 'Under suck 
circumstances, the necessity of preserving the puri* 
ty of worship, or of avoiding an active co-pperatioa 
in what we deem sinful or erroneous (the only jus- 
tifiable ground of separation,} has noplace. The 
objection to his admission is founded -solely on a 
disapprobation of ,a particular practice considered,, 
not as it affects us, since no part of our religious 
practice is influenced by itj but in reliation to its in-' 
tarinsic dements. 
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division amongst! Christians, especially when i( 
proceeds to a breach of communion, is so frau^t 
with scandal, and so utterly repugnant to Che genius 
of the gospel^ that the suflfragles of the whole chris- 
tian world have coticurred in regarding it as an evil ^ 
on no occasion to be incurred, but for the avoidance 
of a greater — ^the vrolaition of conscience. When- 
ever it becomes inrpossible ta continue in a religious 
community, without (Concurring in practices, and 
sanctioning afbuses, which the word of God con- 
demns, a secession is justified by the apocalyptic 
Toice, " Come out of her mfv people, that ye be not 
partakers of hei* sins, and that ye receive not of her 
plagues." On- this principle,- the conduct of the Re- 
formers in separating from the Roman Hierarchy, 
admits of an ample vindication: in consequence of 
the introduction of superstitions' rites^ and ceremo- 
nies, it became impracticable to continue in her 
communion, without partaking of her sins; and for 
a similar reason the Nonconformists seceded from 
the Church of England, where ceremonies were en- 
forced, and eccleaiastical poHty established,' incom- 
patible as they conceived^ with the purity and sim- 
plicity of the christian institute. In each of these 
cases, the blame of schism did not attach to the se- 
paratists, but to that spirit of imposition which ren- 
dered such a measure requisite. In each instance it 
was an. act of self preservation, rendered unavoida- 
ble by the highest necessity, that of declining to 
cdfncur in practices at which their conscience revol- 
ted. But what similarity to this is discernable in the 
conduct of the advocates of strict Communion? They 
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are not engaged in preserving; their own liberty, bdt 
in an attack on the liberty of others; their object is 
not to preserve the worship in which they join, pure 
jfrom contamination; but to sit in judgment on th6 
consciences of their brethren, and to deiij them the 
privilege of the visible church on accotint of a dif- 
ference of opinion, which is neither imposed on them- 
selves, nbr aeenied fundamental. They propose te 
build a church, Upon the principle of an absolute ex- 
clusion 01 a multitude of societies, which they must 
either acknowledge to be tnie churches, or be con- 
victed, as we have seen^ df the greatest absurdity; 
while for a conduct so monstrous and unnatural; 
th^y are precluded from the plea of necessity, be- 
cause no attempt is maae by P^ddbaptjsts to modify 
iheir worship, or to Control the most enlarged Exer- 
cise of private judgment. Upon the principle for 
which I ani contending, they ar^ hot called to re- 
nounce their peculiar tenets on the subject of bap- 
tism, nor to express their lipprobation of a contra- 
ry practice; but simply riot to sever themselves 
ifrom the body of Christy nor refuse tb unite with his 

church. . . . ' ' i . . >r- 

However fdmiliar the spectacle of christian soci- 
eties who have no fellowship or intercourse witii 
each bthei*. has become, h^ wh6 consults the "^tW 
Testament will instantly perceive, that nothing 
inore repiignaiii: to the dictates of inspiration^ dr to 
the practice of the first and purest age, can be con- 
ceived. When we turn our eyes to the .primitive 
times, we behead one churbh of Christ, aoB onfti^Ql^ 
in which when new asseIribUc^ of christians aroso'. 
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&ej were consid^ed not as multiplying, but diffu'* 
sing it; not as destroying its unity, or impairing ltd 
harmony, but being fitly compacted together on thef 
same foundation, as a' nif^re accession to the beauty 
and grandeiik* of the whole. The spouse of Christy 
like a prolific mother, exuHed in* her numerous off- 
spring, who w^'re all equally cherished in \tpr bosom, 
and grew up at Her side. As the necessity of de- 
parting from the^e maxims, or of appearing<to de- 
part from them at least, by forming separate socie- 
ties, arose entirely from that' spirit of ecclesiastjcal 
tyranny a^d superstition whith was gradually deve- 
loped,-^- a' sini-ilar' measure' is justifiable as fat* as 
that net^e^ity extleuds, and ik> farther. In the cas^ 
of strict cbmmUhion, it has no place' w(>afeyer. In 
that case, it is not a defensive, but an oflfensive mea- 
sure; it is not an assertiiMi of christian Kberty, by 
resi^titig encroachment; it is itiself a violent en- 
croachment on' the freedorH of others; not an effort 
to preserve oiir own worship pure, but to enforce a 
conformity to our views, in a point acknowledged 
not essentiaA ^ salvation.' That^ the liiiity of the 
church cannot 5e' maintained upon tKo^e principles, 
that if every error is to be opposed^ not by niild re- 
monstrance, and scripturtfl argument^but by ihak? ng 
it the pretext of a breaciir of commtmi^oh,^ Nothing 
but a series of animosities amd divia^ons can ensue, 
the experience of past ages has retldered sufficiently 
evident. If amidst the infinite diversity of opinions, 
each society deems it necessary to render its own 
peculiarities the basis of union, as though the desigi> 
of Christians in forming themselves into a church, 
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. w«re not to ^^hibit the ereat prioeiples of the gosp<el 
but to give fNihlicitjr jind effect to party distinctions^ 
all hope of restoilngchri&tian harmony and unanim* 
ity, must he abandoned. When churches are thus 
constituted, instead of enlarging the sphere of ehris* 
tian ^h^ity? they become so many hostile confede- 
r^K^ies.. 

if it be once admitted that a hody of men asso* 
elating for johi^stian worship have a right to enact as 
terms .of coiviinmiion, some^ins more than is inclu- 
ded in the terms of aalv;ation, me question suggest* 
ed by St. fauj^'^ Is Christ divided," is utterly fu* 
tile: what he considered a solecism is reduced to 
practice ^nd established hj law. How is it possible 
to attain or preserv^t unanimity in the absence of an 
intelligible standard; and when we feel ourselves ^t 
liberty to depart from a divine precedent, and to affect 
a greater nicety and scrupulosity in the separation 
of the precious and the vile, than the Searcher of 
Hearts; when we follow the ^idance of private par- 
tialities and predilections, without pretending to re- 
gulate our jconduct by the patern of oiir great Mas? 
ter; who is at a loss to perpeive the absolute impos- 
sibility of preserving tK^ sinit^ of th^ spirit in/the 
hood of peace? Of what is essential to salvation, it 
is not dinicult to judge; the quiet of the conscience 
requires that the information on this subject should 
be clear and precise: whatever is bevond, is invoU 
ved in comparative obscurity, and subjeict id douht^ 
fttl disputation. 

There are certain propositions which produce on 
a mind frei^ from prejudice such inst^ntjjip^ous 



<;i>iivij(tid|i9 as scarcely to admit of a formal pr<^of. 
Of this nature is the following position, that it i$ 
presamptuous to aspire to a grei^ter puritj and strie^r 
ness in selecting the materials of a church, than are 
nbserved by its divine founder; and those whom he 
forms and actuates by his Spirit, and admits to com? 
inunlon with himself, are sufficiently qualified for 
the commuiiion of martf^ls. What can be alleged 
IB contradiction to a truth so indubitable and so ob* 
^ovs? Nothing but a futile distinction (futile in rer 
lation to the present subject) betwixt the moral and 
the positive parts of Christianity. We are told 
wain and ag^tin that the l4ord^s supper is a pos? 
itive and iirbitrary institution, in coinsequence of 
ivhich, the right to it is not to be judged of by moral 
Considerations, and general reasonings, but by exr 
press pjrescriptioQ ^nd command. 

Wilting to meet objectors on their own ground^ 
"we request them to point us to the passase in the 
code of inspiration, where unbaptized Chris tian^ 
Are forbidden to participate; and all the answer we 
receive, consists merely of those inferences and ar- 
guments from analogy, against which they protest, 
80 that our opponents, unsupported by the letter of 
scripture, are obliged to have recourse to general 
reasoning, not less than ourselves, however l;ime and 
defective that reasoning may be. 

When we urge them with the fact that all genu- 
ine Christians are received by Christ, and that his 
conduct in this instance is proposed as a pattern for 
our Imitation, they are compelled to shift their 
l^roiind; aiid although it is evident to every one yi\^ 
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rciflecis that we mean to assert the obligation of adf 
hering to that example, only as far as . it is known^ 
thej adduce the instance of immoral professors, 
who though received, as they contend, by Christ, are 
justly rejected by the church. But how, we ask, 
are we to ascertain the f^ct that such persons are ac- ' 
cepted of Christ, till they give proof of their repen- 
tance? Is it precisely the same thing to neglect a 
known rule of action, as to cease to follow it, when 
it is involved in hopeless obscurity? Admitting for 
argument's sake that disorderly livers have uninter- 
rupted union with the Savior, it is impossible that 
we should know it, while they continue impenitent, 
and therefore, on such occasions, it ceases to be a 
rule. But ip rejecting Psedobaptists in the mass, 
'they reject a numerous class of Christians whom 
they know and acknowledge, to be temples of the 
Holy Ghost. If the two cases are parallel, we ackr 
nowledge the justice of the conclusion; if not, what 
more futile and absurd? Let it be remembered, how- 
fBver, that all this quibbling and tergiversation, are 
employed to get rid of an apostoli^ canon, and they 
bear upon our principles in no other sens^, than as 
they tend to nullify pr impair the force of an inspi- 
red maxim. If we are in an error) we deem it no 
9mall felicity to err in such company. 

Before I close this section, I must be permitted to 
remark an inconsistency in the conduct of our op-? 
ponents, connected with this part of the subject, 
which has often excited my surprise. Disclaiming, 
as they do, all communion with Psedobaptists, and 
refusing to acknowledge them as a legitimate pa^ 
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6{ the christian church, ^e should naturally expect 
thej would shun every approach to such a recogni-? 
tion of them with peculiar care in devotional exerci- 
Bes, in solemn addresses to the Deitj. Nothing, on 
the contrary, is more common than the interchange 
of relidous services betwixt baptists and Indepen- 
dents, in which the Pcedob^ptist minister is solemnly 
recommended to the Supreme |3eing as the pastor of 
the church, and his blessing e^i'nestly implored on 
the relation they stand in to each other; nor is it un- 
usual for a Baptist tp t>iliciate at the ordination of 
^n independent minister, by delivering a charge, or 
inculcating the duties of the pepple, in a discourse 
appropriated to the occasion. They feel no objec- 
tion to have communion with Pcedobaptists in pray- 
er and. praise, the mqst solemn of all acts of wor- 
ship, even qp an occasion immediately connected 
with the repognitioii of a religious society; but no 
sooner does the idea of the eucharist' occur, than it 
operates U^e a spell, and all thi$ language is chan-r 
ged, and these seniments vani^hr It is surely amu- 
sing to behold p, person solemnly inculcating the re- 
ciprocal duties of a relation, which on his principles 
has no existence; and interceding expressly in be- 
half of a pastor find a phiirch, when if we credit his 
representations at other times, that church is illegitr 
imate, and the title of pastor consequently a mere 
usurpation. Although it must be acknowleaged that 
the approach of PGedobapttsts to the sacre^ table is 
on "dfi^r principles a presumptuous intrusion, it is 
seldom that the advocates of strict communion fed 
^ny scfupte ia attempting, by devotional exercises^ 
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to prepare the mind^ for the right performance of 
Vfhnt they are accustomed to stigmatize as radically 
\irroiig. For my part, I am utterly at a loss to rec- 
onciie these discrepancies, is it that they cous^der 
}ess attention to truth, a less exact correspondence 
]i)etwixt the language and the sentiments, requisite 
^n addressing the Deityj than in discoursing with 
their fellow mortals? Or is it not ipore candid tQ 
suppose tlij^t devotion elevates them to a higher re- 
^iou, whef^ they brit*;^the a freer air, and look down 
upon tlie petty subtleties of a thorny, disputatiouf 
theology 9 \yith a just and sovereign contempt? 

SECTION IV. 

Theexx:bisi(m of Pcedoiaptists from the Lprd^s table 
cotisidered as apunishmeuL 

The refusal of the iBu^c2»ar4^t tp p, professor of 
Christianity ^n oe justified only on tb^ ground of 
his supposed criminality; of his eml^iracing heretical 
sentiments, or living a vicious li^. As the sentence 
of exclusion is tj)e severest the church can inflict, 
and no punisiMn^^nt JMst^ but ij) proportion to the de- 
cree of preceding delimj^en^qy, H follows of course 
that he who incurs the total privation of church pn- 
leges, must be ^consider^ eminently in the light of 
an offei2der« When the incestuous person was sep- 
arated from the church at Corinth, it was regarded 
by St. Paul as a j^ttntsAweiif, and that of no ordinary 
magnitude:^^^ ^Sufficient," said fie, << is this punish* 
Pii^iy which wa9 inflicted of many." Mor 16 tlisre 
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ftny difference, with respect to the present inquiry, 
iNetwixt the refusal of a candidate, and the expul- 
sion of 4 member; since nothing will justify the for- 
mer of these measures, which might not be equally 
alleged in vindication of the latter. Both amount 
to a declaration of the parties, being unworthy to 
pommunicate. The language held by pur opponents 
is sufficiently decisive on this head:- — '^ it is not eve- 
Tj one," says Mr. Bopth, ** that is received of Jesus 
Cfhrist, who is entitled to communion at his tablei 
but such, and such only, as revere his authority, sub- 
uiit to hi^ ordinances, and obey the laws of his 
house.''* Hence to be consistent with themselves, 
they must impute to Poedobapti^ts universally, a de- 

See of delinquency equa( ^jo that.which attaches to 
e most ilagrsfnt breaches of immorality; and deem 
them equally guilty in the sight of God, with those 
iinjust persons, idoiaterfi, reveller^ and extortioners!, 
ivho are declared incapable of entering into the 
kingdom of tieaven. For if the guilt imputed in 
this instance, is acknowledged tp be of a totally dif- 
ferent order from thaf whiph belongs to the openly 
vicious and prufane, hpw come they to be included 
in the same sentence; and where is the equity 
pf animadverting ypop unequal faults, with equal 
peverity^ 

To be consistent also, they must invariably refyie 
to tolerate every species of imperfection m their 
^^SXiberS; which in their judgment is equally cri^i^ 
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nal ivith tbc Fsedobaptist error; but how far fhey ar4 
iVom iDaintainiDg this ioipartialitj, is too obvious tQ 
adiDit of question. In cnurches whose discipline is 
the most rigid, it will not be denied that niian} are 
tolerated, who are chargeable with conduct more of-^ 
feusive in the sight of God, than a misconce* tion of 
the nature ()f a positive institute; nor will they as<« 
sert that a ^rainerd, a Doddridge, or a Leignton, 
had more to answer for at the supreme tribunal, of| 
the score of infant baptism, than the most douilful 
of those imperfect christians, whom they retain 
without scruple in their communion. Let them re^ 
member too, that this reasoning proceeds not on the 
principle of the innocence of error in general, or of 
infant sprinkling in particular; but on the coptrarj, 
that it takes for granted, that some degree of blame 
attaches to a n^lect though involuntary, of a posi* 
live precept; we wish only to be informed, an what 
principle of equity it is proposed, in the inflict ioti of 
ecclesiastical censures, to equalize things which are 
not equal. 

From those injunctions of St. Paul which have 
already been distinctly noticed where he enforcoi the 
duty of reciprocal toleration, we find him insisting 
on certain circUnistaiices, adapted to diminish the 
moral estimate of the errors in question, and to 
shew that they invplved a very inconsiderabh- por- 
tion of blame, compared to that which the zealots 
on either side, were disposed to impute, ^uch is 
the statement of their not being fun darnental, of the 
possibility of their being held with a conscience, and 
fhe certainty that both psirties were pquaHy conipret 
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hended vithin ihf terms of salvation. In thus at* 
tempting to form an estimate of the magnitude of 
the mistakes and misconceptions of our fellow 
Christians in a moral view, for the purpose of regu- 
lating our treatment of them^ we are justified hy the 
highest authority; end the only rational inquiry 
seems to be, whether infant baptism is really more 
criminal than those acknowledged imperfections, 
which are allpwed to be proper objects of christian 
forbearance. If it be affirmed that it is, we request 
our opponents to reconcile this assertion with the 
high encQipiums they ^re wont to bestow on Pcedo- 
baptists, many of whom they feel no hesitation i^ 
classing, on other occasions, with the most eminent 
paints upon earths That they are perfectly exempt 
from blame, we are not contending; butthj^s strange 
combination of vice ad virtue in the same persons, 
by which they are at once justly excluded from the 
church as crifnimlf and extolleil as saints, is per- 
fectly incomprehensible* The advocates of this 
doctrine attempt to conceal its deformity, \)j enir 
plowing an attenuated and ambiguous phraseology, 
ana instead of speaking of foedobaptists jn the 
terms their system demands, are foncl of appljing 
the epithets, irregular, disord0rlyf &c. to their con- 
duct. Still the question returns*— Is this imputed 
irregularity, ipnopept, or criminal? If the former, 
why punish it ,aU? If th^ latter, surely the pMnish* 
ment should be proportioned to the guilti and if it 
^iceed the measure awarded to offences equally ag- 
gravated, we must either pronounce it unjust, or 
confound the distinction of right and wrong* Sut 
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if the forfeiturcl of all the privileges attachecf tcf 
christian society, is incurred merelr by infant bap" 
tism, while numerous imperfecti6)is both in senti- 
ment and practice are toleraited ih the sam€ church, 
it cannot he denied that the foti^r is treated with 
more severity than the latter.; If it be more criminal, 
9uch treatnfent is just: but if a Doddridge and a 
iieighton were not even in th€ judgment of our op-,, 
ponents, netessaril v more criminal in the sight of 
€rod than the most imperfect of those whom they re* 
tain inf their communion, it is neither just in itself, 
nor upon their own principles. . 

If we consider the matter in anothefr light, the 
measure under consideration wit^ appear equally in- 
capable of vindication. As it i^unqnestionably of 
the nature eft punishment^ so the infliction of every 
species of punishment is out of pli^ce, which hlKS no 
tendency to reform' the offender, oi' to benefit others 
{fy his example; Which are its only legitimate end^. 
Whatever is beside these purposes, is a usekss 
waste of suflTering, equally condemned by the die- 
fates of of reason and religion. The application of 
this principle to the case before us, is extremely ob- 
vious. 

1 am* fer from thinlcing lightly of i\te spiritual 
pov^er with which Christ has armed his church. It 
is a high and mysterious one, which has no' pai^allel: 
Oft earth. Nothings in the order of means,' is eqally 
adapted io awaken compunctio^ in the guilty, with 
spiritual censures impartially administered: the sen-* 
tonce of excoitimumcatio'n m particular, harmoni-* 
sing with tlie dictates of contseience^ and re-echoed 
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oj her voice, is truly terrible: it is the voice of Godi 
speaking through its legitimate organ, which he who 
despises, or neglects, ranks with << heathen men and 
imblicans," joins the synagogue of Satati, and 
takes his lot ,with an unbelieving world, doomed to 
iperdition.— I^xcommunicatioii is a sword which, 
strong in its apparent weakness, and the sharper j 
and more efficacious for beine divested of atl.sensi« 
ble and exterior envelopeoients, lights immediately 
[oki the spirit; aiid inflicts a wound which no batoi 
tan cure, no ointment can mollify, btit which must 
continue to ulcerate and burn, till healed by the 
blood of atonement, applied by peniteiice. and pray- 
er. In ho instance is thataxiom mor^ fully verified^ 
<<T|^^ weakness of Ood is stronger ihan men, and 
the foolishness t>f God is wiser than itien,*' than in 
the discipline of his bhurich. By ihcumbeHng it 
with foreign aid, they ^ have robbed it of its rea) 
strength; by calling in tlie aid of temporal pains and 
penalties, they have removed it from the spirit to the 
flesh, from its contact with eternity, to unit^ it to 
secular interedts^ and as the corruption of the best 
jbhings, is the worst, have rendered it the scandal 
and reproach of our holy religion. 

While it retains its character^ as a spiritual drdi- 
iiance, it is the chief bulwark against the disorders 
which, threaten to overturn religion, th^ very nerve 
of virtue, and next to the preaching of the cross^ 
jth^ principal antidote to thlg << corruptions that are 
iti the wdrld through lust." Discipline in a church 
occupies the place of laws in a state; and as a kins- 
d-om^ however excellent its conetitutiqp, will inevti- 
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iably smk into a state of extreme wretchedness^ iti 
Vfhich laws are either not enacted, or not duly ad« 
ministered; so a church which pays no attention to 
disci pline^ will either fall into confusion, or into a 
state so much worse, that little or nothing will re- 
main worth regulating. The right of inflicting cen- 
sures, aVid of proceeding in extreme cases to ex- 
communication, is an essential branch of that pow- 
^r with which the church is endowed, and bears 
the same relation to discipline that the administra- 
tion of criminal justice, bears to the general prin- 
ciples of government. When this right is exerted in 
Upholding the <^ faith once delivered to the saints," 
t>r enforcing a conscientious regard to the laws of 
Christ it maintains its proper place, and is highly- 
beneficial. Its cognizance of doctrine is justified 
by apostolic authority: " a heretic after two or thre6 
admonitions reject;" nor is it to any purpose to 
urge the difierence betwixt ancient heretics and mo« 
dern, or that to pretend to distinguish truth from er- 
ror is a practical assumption of infallibility. While 
the triith of the gospel remains, a fundamental con- 
tradiction to it is possible, and the difficulty of de- 
termining what is so, must be exactly proportioned 
to the dimculty of ascertaining the import of reve- 
lation, which he who afiirms to be insurmountable, as- 
cribes to it such an obscurity as must defeat its pri- 
mary purpose. 

He who contends that no agreement in doctrine 
js essential to communion, must, if he understand 
himself, either mean to assert that Christianity con- 
tains no fundamental truths, or that it is not nccf'' 

L 
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i^LTj that a member of a church should be a Chris- 
tian. The first of these positions sets aside the ne- 
cessity of faith altogether; the last is a contradic- 
tion in terms. For these reasons, it is required 
that the operation of discipline should extend to^ 
speculative errors, no less than to practical enor- 
mities. But since it is not pretended that Peedo- 
baptists are heretics, it is evident that thej are not 
subject to the cognizance of the church, under that 
character. As they differ from us merely in the in- 
terpretation of a particular precept, while they avo\V' 
the same deference to the legislator; the proper 
antidote to their error is calm, dispassionate argu- 
ment, not the exercise of power. Let us present 
the evidence on which our practice is grounded, t6 
the greatest advantage, to which the display of a 
conciliating spirit will contribute more than a little; 
but to proceed with a high hand, and attempt ta> 
terminate the dispute by authority, involves an ut- 
ter misconception of the true nature and object of 
discipline, which is never to decide what is doubt- 
ful, or to elucidate what is obscure, but to promul- 
gate" the sentence which the immutable laws of 
Christ have provided, with the design in tha first 
place, of exciting compunction in the breast of tkt 
offender, and next of profiting others by his cxam^ 
pie. The solemn decision- ot* a christian zsstvd* 
bly, that an individual has forfeited his right to spir- 
itual privileges, and is henceforth consigned to 
the kingdom of Satan,' is an awful proceeding, 
only inferior ia terror, to the sentence of the last 
day. 
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But what is it which renders it so formidable? It 
IS its accordance, with the moral nature of man, 
its harmony with the dictates of conscience, which 
gives it all its force. "W hen, on the contrary, the 
pious inquirer is satisfied with his own conduct, 
viewing it ^ith approbation and complacency^ 
"when he is forfeited, as in the present instance by 
the example of a great majority of the christian 
world, who are ready to receive him with open 
arms, and applaud him for the very practice 
which has provoked it, how vain is it to expect that 
his exclusion from a particular chupch, will operate 
a change; when he learns too, that his supposed er- 
ror is not jpretended to be fatal? but such as may be 
held with a good conscience? and with faith un- 
feigned, and is actually held by s( me of the best 
of men, it is easy to foresee what sentiments he 
will feel towards the authors of such a measure, 
and how little he will be prepared to examine Loi- 
partially the evidence of that particular opinion, 
which has occasioned it. Such a proceeding, not ha- 
ving the remotest tendency to inform, or to alarm 
the conscience, is inefiectual to every purpose of 
discipline; and as it professedly comprises nothing 
of the nature of argument, no light can be derived 
from it, towards the elucidation of a controverted 
question. It interposes by authority, instead of 
reason, where authoritv can av^il nothing, and rea-o 
son is all in all: and while it is contemptible as an 
instrument employed to compel unanimity^ its power 
of exciting prejudice and disgust is unrivalled.—* 
Such are the mis^chi^fs resulting from confounding 
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together the provinces of discipline and of argu* 
nient; and since the practice we have ventured to 
oppose, if it have any meaning, is intended to ope- 
rate as a punishment, iirithout answering one of the 
ends for which it is inflicted, it is high time it were* 
consigned to oblivion. 

There is another consideration sufficiently related 
to the part of the subject before us, to justify my 
introducing it here, as I would wish to avoid the un« 
necessary multiplication of divisions.. Whatever 
criminality attaches to the practice of free commun- 
ion, must entirely consist in sanctioning the impro- 
per conduct of the parties with whom we unite: 
and if it be wrong to join with Pcedobaptists at 
tlie Lord's table, it must be still more so in them 
to celebrate it. When an action allowed in itself 
to be innocent or commendable, becomes improper, 
as performed in conjunction with another, that im- 
propriety must reuslt solely from the moral incom- 
petence to that action, of the party associated. Thus 
m the instance before us, it must be ussumed that 
Pcedobaptists are morally culpable in approaching 
the sacred symbols, or the attempt to criminate us 
for sanctioning them in that practice, would be ri- 
diculous. As it is allowed that every baptised be- 
liever not only may partake, but ought to partake, 
of that spiritual repast, his uniting with Pcedobap- 
tists on that occasion, is liable to objection on no 
other ground than that it may be considered as in- 
timating iiis approbation of their conduct in that 
particular. Upon the principles , of our opponents 
their approach is not only sinful, but sinful to sucli 
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a ^e»ttst, as to comtnttnicate a morai taint to what, 
in odier ctrcumstances, would be deemed an act of 
obedience. Here the firet question that arises is— 
Are the advocates of infant baptism criminal in ap- 
proaching the Lord's table? 

Be it remembered, that our controversjr with them 
reepiects the ordinance of baptism only, which we 
suppose them to have mi^conceiyed, and that it 
has no relation to the only remaining positive in- 
stitute.. Believing, as many of them unquestiona- 
h\j do, that they are as truly baptized as ourselves, 
and there being no controversy betwixt us on the 
mibject of the eucharist, it is impossible for them, 
«vea on the principles of our opponents, to -enter- 
^in the least scruple respecting the obligation of 
:attendi^ to that ordinance. Admitting it possible 
for them to believe what they uniformly and inva- 
riably profess, they cannot fail of being fully con-, 
^nced, that it is their duty to communicate* Under 
these circumstances ought they to communicate, or 
••Dght they not? if we answer in the negative, we 
must affirm that men ought not to pursue that course 
which, after the most mature dehberation, the un- 
hesitating dictates of conscience suggest; which 
ivjould go to obliterate and annul the only immedi- 
ate rule of human action. Nor can it be objected 
with truth, that the tendency of this reasoning is to 
destroy the absolute difference betwixt right ami 
wrong, by referring all to conscience. That apai-t 
from human judgments, there is an intrinsic, moral 
difference in actions we freeljt admit, and hence re- 
*j^lts the previous obligatwn oi mforimng the mind-, 
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b J a diligent attention to the dictates of reason and 
religion, and of delaying to act till we have sufficient 
light; but in entire consistence with this, we affirm 
that where there is no hesitation, the criterion of 
immediate duty is the suggestion of conscience; 
whatever guilt may have been previously incurred, 
by the neglect of serious and impartial inquiry* 
That this, under the modiiications already specilied^ 
13 the only criterion, is sufficiently evident from the 
impossibility of conceiving any other. If it lead 
(as it easily may, from the neglect ot the previous 
inquiry already mentioned) to a deviation from ab- 
solute rectitude, we must not concur in the action, 
in which such deviation is involved. 

To apply these principles to the case before us,^— 
"Whatever blame vw may be disposed to attribute 
to the abettors of infant baptism, on the score of 
previous inattention, or prejudice, as there is no- 
thing in their principles to cause them to hesitate 
respecting the obligation of the eucharist, it is un- 
questionably their immediate duty to celebrate it, 
they would be guilty of a deliberate and wilful of- 
fence were they to neglect it. And as it is their du- 
ty to act thus, in compliance with the dictates 
of conscience, we cannot be guilty of sanctioning 
>vhat is evil in them, by the approbation implied ib. 
joint participatioii« As far as theif are concerned, 
the case seems clear; and no sanction is given to 
criminal conduct, it remain^ to be considered only 
how the action 13 situated with respect to ourselves 
and here the decision is still more easy, for the ac- 
tion to which we are invited is not only cosisteot 
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*witli rectitude, but would be alloMred bj all parties 
io be an instance of obedience,' but for the con- 
currence of Poedobaptists. Thus much roay suf- 
£cein answer to the first question, respecting the 
supposed criminality of the act of communion as 
performed bj the advocates of infant baptism: a 
criminalUj which must be assumed as the sole basis 
of the charges adduced against the practice we are 
defending. 

"When we reflect that the whole of our opponents' 
reasoning turns upon the disqualification of Pcedo« 
baptists for the Lord's supper it'is surprising that 
ve rarelj, if ever, find them contemplate the sub- 
ject in that light, or advert to the criminality of 
breaking down that sacred inclosure: The subor- 
dinate agents are severely censured, the principal 
offenders scarcely notic$!d: and if my reader be dis- 
posed to gratify his curiosity by making a collection 
•of all the uncandid strictures which ha\e been pass- 
ed upon the advocates of Fcedobaptism, it is more 
titan probable the charge of profaning the Lord's sup- 
per, would not be found among the number.. Yet 
this is the original sin; this the epidemic evil, as 
widely diffused as the existence of Fcedobaptist 
communities: and if it be of such a nature as to at- 
tach a portion of guilt to wha^ver comes into con- 
tact with it, it must, considering its extensive preva- 
lence, be one of the most crying enormities. 'It is 
an evil which has spread much wider than the sacri- 
fice of the mass: it is a pollution which (with except 
tion of one sect only attaches to all fiesh, and is un- 
blushingly avowed by the professors of Christianity 
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in evtry part of the universe. And whatsis most 
surprising, the only persons who have discovered it» 
instead of lifting up their voice, maintain a profound 
silence; and while they are sufficiently liberal in 
their censures on the popular error respecting bap- 
tism, are not heard to oreathe a murmur against this 
erroneous abui^e. In truth they are so little impress- 
ed with it, that they decline urging it even where 
the mention of it would seem unavoidable. When 
they are rebuking us for joining with our Poedobap- 
tist brethren in partaking of sacrament for which 
they are supposed to want the due qualifications^ it is 
not their presumption in approaching on which they 
insist, as might be reasonably expected; on that sub- 
ject they are silent, while they vehemently inveigh 
against the imaginary countenance we aiford to the 
neglect 6f baptism. Thus tfTey persist in construing 
our conduct, not into an approval of that act of com- 
munion in which we are ensagecl, but into a tacit ad- 
mission of the validity otinfant baptism, against 
which we are known to remonstrate In short, they 
are disposed to attack our practice in any point, 
rather than in that in which if we arc wrong, it is 
alone vulnerable, that of its being an expression of 
our approbation* of Pcedobaptists celebrating the eu- 
charist. In the same spirit, when they have once 
procured the exclusion of the obnoxious party from 
their assemblies, they are completely satisfied; their 
communion elsewhere gives them no concern, though 
it nisut be allowed, on the supposition of the pretend-* 
ed disqualification, that the evil remains in its full 
force. Nor are they ever known to remonstrate 
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with them on this irrregularity during its eontinu- 
ance; nor« should they afterwards become converts 
to our doctrine, to recal it to their atteDtion, with a 
view to excite compunction and remorse; so that 
this is perhaps the only sin for which men are never 
called to repentance, and of which no man has been 
known to repent. When our Lord dismissed the 
woman taken in adultery^ though he did not preceed 
to judge her, he solemnly charged her to sin no more: 
the advocates for strict communion, when they dis- 
miss Fosdobaptists, give them no such charge; their 
language seems to be— ^< Go, sin by yourselves, and 
we are satisfied. '^ 

The inference I would deduce from these remark- 
able facts is, that they possess an internal conviction 
that the class of Christians .whom they proscribe, 
would be guilty of a great impropriety in declining 
to communicate in the sacramental elements; and 
that the union of Baptists with them in that solem- 
nityv so far from being liable to the imputation of 
^< partaking in other men's sins/' is not only lawful, 
Irat c^mmeQidable. 
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SECTION V. 

On the impossibility of reducing tlie pract ice cf strict 
cvmmunion to any general principle. 

When a particular branch of conduct is Sd cir- 
cumstanced, as to be incapable of being deduced 
from some general rule, or of being resolved iuto 
some comprehensive principle, founded on reason 
or revelation, we may be perfectly assured, it is not 
obligatory. Whatever is matter of duty^ is a part 
of some whole^ the relation to which is susceptible^ 
of proof, either by the express decision of scripture^ 
or by general reasoning; and a point of practice- 
perfectly insulated, and disjointed from the general 
system of duties, whatever support it may derive 
from prejudice, custom or caprice, can never be sa» 
tisfactorily vindicated. From want of attentioa 
to this axiom, both the world and the church have in 
dliierent periods, beejn overrun with innumerable 
forms of superstition and folly; to which the only 
effectual antidote is, an appeal to principles. Unless 
I am much mistaken, the question und«r discussion 
will afford a striking exemplification of the justness 
of tbi^"^ remark. If it be found impossible to fix a 
medium betwixt the toleration of all opinioiis in re- 
ligion, and the restriction of it, to errors not funda^ 
fnental, the practice of exclusive communion must 
be abandoned, because it is neither more nor less 
than an attempt to establish such a medium. By er- 
rprs not fundamental^ 1 mean such ^s are admitted 
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to consist with a state of grace and salvation; such 
.as are not supposed to prevent their abettors from 
being accepted of God. With such as contend for 
.the indtscriminate admission of all doctrines on the 
;One hand, or with the abettors of rigid uniformity, 
.who allow no latitude of sentiment on the other, v/k 
bave no concern: since we concur with our oppo- 
nents in depreciating both these extremes; and 
^while we are tenacious of the " truth as it is in Je- 
sus^" we both admit that some indulgence to the 
jnistakes and imperfections of the triily pious is due, 
from a regard to the dictates of inspiration and the 
nature of man. The only subject of controversy 
is, how far that forbearance is to be eiLtended: we 
assert to every diversity of judgment^ not incom- 
patible with salvation; they contend that a differ- 
ence of opinion on. baptism is an excepted case.— 
If the word of God had clearly and unequivocally 
made, this exception, we should feel ourselves 
bound to admit it, upon the same principle on 
which we maintain the infallible eertaiiity of reve- 
lation; but when we press for this decision, and 
request to be directed to the part of the scripture 
■which forever prohibits unbaptized persons from ap- 
proaching the sacrament, in the same manner as the 
Jews were prohibited from celebrating the passover^ 
who had not submitted to circumcision, we meet 
with no reply but precarious inferences, and gener- 
al reasoning.^ 

However plausible their mode of arguing fn^y iHp- 
pear, the impartial reader witl easily percive it fails 
la the main point; which is to establish that specif" 
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ie liigkrence betwixt tiie case fhe j except oaf: of theiir 
list of tolerated errors, and those which they admit, 
which shall justify this opposite treatment. Thus 
when they ask whether God has not ^ commanded 
baptism; whether it is not the l>eliever's duty to be 
found in it;"* it is manifest that the same reasons 
might be urged against bearing with any imperfec- 
tion in our ^lloW christian whatever; for which of 
these we ask^is not inconsistent with some command^- 
and a violation in a greater or less degree, of some du- 
ty, with this difference indeed, that many of the iraper^ 
fections which christian churches are necessitated tor* 
bear with, are seated in the will, while the case be- 
fore us involves merely an unintentional mistake.^— 
« It IS not every one," says Mr. Booth, " that is re- 
ceived of Jesus Christ, who is entitled to comma- 
nion at his table; but such, and only such, as revere 
his authority, submit to his ordinances, and obey 
the laws of his House." This is the most formal 
attempt which that writer has made to specify the 
difference bet\vi-tt the case of the abettors of in- 
fknt baptism and others; for which reason^ t!ie 
reader will excuse my directing -his attention to it 
for a few moments. We are indebted to liim, in 
the first place, for a new discovery in theology: we 
should not have suspected, but for his assertion^ 
that there couid be a description of persons whoa^ 
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^tirist has reeeWed, wlio neither revere his autho^' 
rity, submit to his ordinances, nor obey hii^ laws.-^' 
How Mr. Booth acquired thi» ifeiformation we 
know not; but certainly in o<ir Savrot-'s time it 
was otherwise. <^Theti aire ye my disciples," said, 
he, <<if ye do whatsoever i have commanded 
you." I congratulate the public on the prudence' 
evinced" by the venerable authOi', in' not publishing' 
the names of these highly privileged individtiatsy^ 
who have'proved their tide to heaven, to his satis- 
iictton, without reverehce,* submission, or obedi-' 
ence; wishing hiS' exani[>le had beeti imitated in 
this particular by the authors of the' wonderful con-: 
versions of malefactors-^^many of whom I' fear belong' 
tb< this new sectl . 

The singular deseriptioti^hoWever, I scarcfeTy need^ 
remind the reader, is designed to characterise Bap- 
tists in opposition to Peedobapfists^' and' were it not 
the produeUon of a man I highly revere, i should 
comment ujp6n it with the seventy it deserves. Suf- 
fice it to remark, that' to mistake the meaning of a 
sftatute, is one thing, not tt> reverence the legislator, 
Mother; that he cannot submit with a ^ood' con- 
silience to an ordinance, who' is^not apprised of its' 
existence; and that a blind obedience, even to di* 
vine laws, would be far from constituting a reosona- 
ble service. Every conscientious adherent to infant 
baptism reveres the authority of Christ, not less 
than a Baptist, and is distinguished by a spirit of 
submission and obedience to every known part of 
his will; and as this is all to which a Baptist can 
pretend, and far more than many^ who without scp* 
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^le lire tolerated in our churches^ can boast; we kif% 
as far as ever from ascertaining the specific differ^ 
euce betwixt the case of the Peedobaptist, and other 
instances of error .supposed to be entitled to indul- 
gence^ In spite of Mr^ Booth's marvi&Hous defini- 
tion, reverence^ .subihission and obedience, are such 
essential features in the character of a Christian, 
that he who was judged to be destitute of them, in 
their sub^tatice ^nd reality^ would instantly forfeit 
that character; while .to possess them in perfection, 
is among the brightest acquisitions of eternity. It 
should, be remembered too^ that the general princir 
pies of morality are notles^ the liaws of Christ, thati 
positive rites, and if we credit Prophets dnd Apos- 
tles, much to be preferred in comparison; so that it 
ihust beaclinowledged that be.who is deficient in at- 
tention to these, ^hile he is more exemplary in dis- 
charging the former than a baptized Christian, (a 
very freqilent case,) stands' higher in. the scale of 
obedience. So equivocal is the line of separation 
here attempted. . . 

. When the necessity of tolerating imperfection i^ 
pnce admitted,, there remains no point at whibh it 
can consistently stop, till it is extended to every 
gradation of error, the habitual maintenance of 
which is toippatible with a state of salvation. Thi& 
rsasoii is, that it is absolutely impossible to defin'e 
that species of <error, so situated as not to preclutde 
its possessor from divine acteptance^ although it 
if6rfeits his title to the iTull exercise ot christian 
tnrity. The Baptists who contend for confining 
t^e Lord's supper to themselves^ imagine they have 
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found such an error in the practice of initiating hi-? 
fants into the christian church. But it is ohserva** 
ble that they can reduce it to no class, nor define it 
bj any general idea; and when we urge then^ with 
the apostolic injunction, to bear with each other's 
infirmities, they have nothing to reply, but merely 
that St. Paul is not speaking of baptism, which 
is true, because one thing is not another; but i^ 
behoves them to shew that the principle he estab* 
lishes does not include this case, and here they are 
silent. 

If we impartially examine the reasons on which 
we rest the toleration of any supposed error, we 
shall find they invariably coincide with the idea of 
Hs not heing fundamental. If it be alleged, for ex- 
ample, that the error in question relates to a sub- 
ject less clearly revealed than some others, what is 
Ibis but to insinuate th|s ease with which an honest 
inquirer may mistake respecting itP If the little 
practical influence it is likely to exert, is alleged as 
a plea for forbearance, the force of such a remark 
rests entirely on the assumption of an indissoluble 
connection betwixt a state of salvation, and a cer^ 
tain character, which the opinion in question is 
supposed not t6 destroy. If we allege the example 
of eminently pious meui who have embraced it^ 
ive infer from analogry the actual safety of the per- 
son by whom it is neld; and in short, it is impos- 
sible to construct an argument for the exercise of 
Inutual forbearance, but what proceeds upon this 
principle; a principle which pervades the reasoning 
of oiir opponents bn every other Qccasion/excej^ 
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:£hi8 /of strict corain]||iioii, which they make an ilk* 
sttlated case, capriciously exempting it from the ar- 
bitration of all the general rules of scripture, aa 
well as from the maxims to which, in all other in- 
stances, they are. attached. 

Reluctant as I leel to trespass jon the patience of 
the reader, by unnecessarily prolonging the discua- 
aion, I am anxious if possible to set the jpesent ar- 
gument in :a still strcHiger light. I observe, there#- 
fore, that if it be contended ^hat a certain opinion 
is so obnoxious as to justify the exclusion of its 
.abettor from the privilege of christian fellowship^ 
it must be either on account of its involving a coUf 
tradiction to the saving truth of the gospel, or oa 
account of its injurious effects on the character.-— 
As those of our brethren to whom this r^asoniog 
is addressed, positively dlHC^Uiin considering in- 
fant baptism in the former lights they vaUl nut at- 
;tempt to vindicate the exclusion of Poedobaptists oa 
that ground. In vindication of such a measure, 
they must allege the injunous effects it produces 
on the character of its abettors. Here, however^ 
they have precluded themselves fr^^m the possibili- 
ty of urging that the injury sustained is fatal, by 
the previous concession that it does not involve a 
contradiction to saving truth: Could they^ without 
cancelling that concession, urge the fatal nature of 
the influence in question, they would present an ob* 
Jject to the mind sufficiently precise and determinate^ 
an object which may be easily conceived, and accu- 
rately defined. But as things are now situated, they 
ca;n at ippst only insist oja sjuch a kind and degr^ 
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«cf deteriorating effect as is consisieut wifhihe «pK> 
itual safety of the party concerned; and ae 
they are among the fir&t to contend that every spe^- 
cies of error is productive of injurious effects^ it 
is incumbent upon thpm to point out some conse^ 
{quences Mrorse in their kind!, or mose a^ravated, 
in degree, resulting from this particular error j than 
what may be fairly ascribed' to the worst -of those 
^erroneous or defective views which 4hey are ac- 
<;ustoii\ed to tolerate. These injurious consequen- 
ces must also occupy :an intermediate place between 
two extremes; they nrust, on the one hand^ be de- 
icidedly more serious than «can be supposed to re- 
sult from the most xrude, undigested^ ^r discor- 
<dant views, tolerated in re^tar Baptist churches^ 
yet not of such a nature on theMher, as to involve 
l[he danger of eternal perdition. Letithem specify^ 
if it be in ?their power, that iU 'influence xm the char* 
acter which is the nfftural^sonsequence of the tenet 
ai infant sprinkling, considered ^^er s^or indepen- 
rdent of adventitious circumstances and the opera- 
tion of a<cc!dental causea, which justified a treat- 
«ient of its patrons, so different from what is giveu 
4o the abettors of other errors. This malignant in- 
.lluence must, I repeat it, be the natural or necessa- 
xy product of the practice of poeddiaptism; because 
the simple avowal of this is deemed sufficient to 
incur ithe forfeiture of church privileges, without 
further time or inquiry. However vehemently 
the supporters of such a measure may declaim 
cBgainst it, .or however triumphantly expose the 
^principles -on which it is founded^ they have done 
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xiotliing towards accoinplishing tbeir object-r-tHf. 
vindication ot strict co^imynion; since the same 
mode of proceeding migHt be adopted towards an j 
oth^r mlsconcepOoT^, or erroneous opinion; and if 
it ma^ be forcibly expelled, as soon as it is confuted, 
there is an end to toleration. Toleration has no place 
but in the pr^s^nce of acknowledged imperfection. 
It is absolutely ^ecessary for them, as they would 
vindicate their coj^duct \o the satisfaction of reason- 
able men, to prove that some specific deteriorating 
^ffect results from^ the pra9tice of infant baptism, 
distinct from the malignaLnt influence of error in 
general, and of those itoperfept^ons in particular 
which are not inconsistent with salvation. 

TJiougb the opposition betwixt truth and error 
is equal in all cases, and the former always suscep- 
tible of proof, as well as the latter of confutation; 
all error is not opposed to the same truths^ ana 
hence arises ^ distinction betwixt such erroneous 
and imperfect views of religion as^ however they 
may in the^r remoter fonsequences impair, do not 
contradict ^1^^ gospel testimony, and such as do.^ 
We lay this distinction as tbe basis of that forbear- 
ance' towards the mist^es £^ild imperfections of 
good men for which we plead; and as the case of 
our Poedobfipii^i brethren is clearly' comprehended 
within that dist^ction^ feel no scruple in admitting 
them to christian felloii^ship. We are attached to^ 
that distinction because i^ is both scriptural and in-^ 
telligibleif while the hypothesis of the strict Bap- 
tists, as they style themselves, is so replete with 
|wrplexity and confusion, that for my part 1 abso% 
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iutely despair of comprehending it. It proceed^ 
upon the supposition of a certain medium between. 
two extremes which they have not even attempted 
to fix: and as the necessary consequence of this, 
their reasoning, if we chuse to term it such, iioats 
and unduls^tes in such a manner, that it is extreme* 
]y difficult to grasp it. On the pernicious influenc e 
m error in getieraf we entertain no doubt, but we 
demand a^ain and again* to have that precise inju- 
rious eiSect of infant sprinkling pointed out and 
evinced, which is more to be deprecated, than the 
probable result of those acknowledged imperfec- 
tions to whiph they extend their indulgence. This 
must surely be deemed a reasonable requisition, 
though it is one with which they h^ve not hitherto 
thought fit to comply. • . 

The operation of speculative error on the mind 
is one of the profpundest secrets in nature, and to 
determine the precise quantity of evil resulting 
from it in any given case, (except the single one of • 
its involving a denial of fundamental truth,) trans- 
cends the capacity of human nature. We must, in 
Order to form a correct judgment, be not only per- 
fectly acqiia.inted with the nature and tendency of 
the error In question, but also with the portion of 
attention it occupies, as well as thie degree of zeal 
and attachment with which it is embraced. We 
must determine the force of the counteracting 
principles, and how far it bears an affinity to tlie 
predominant failings of him who maintains it, 
now far it coalesces with the weaker parts of his 
moral constitution. These particulars, however, it 
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S6 next to impossible to explore, idien the inquiry 
respects ourselves; how much more to establish a 
«cale which shall mark by just gradations the malig- 
nant influence of erroneous conception^ on others* 
On the supposition ol^ a formal denial of savings 
essential truth, we feel no difficulty; we may deterr 
mine, without hesitation, on the testimony of God, 
tiiat it incurs a forfeiture of the blessings of th^ 
new and •everlasting covenant, Among which the 
communion of saints holds a disti^suished place. 
But such a supposition is foreign to me present in«- 
quiry. 

Instead of iosing ourselves in a labyrinft of mjci- 
ttaphysical subtleties, our only safe guide is an ap«- 
peal to facts; and here we nnd lirom experience^ 
that the sentiments of the Foedobaptist may consist 
with the highest attainments of p£ety exhibited iu 
modern times, with the most varied and elevated 
(forms of moral grandeur, without impairing the 
zeal of missioi^anes^ without impeding the march 
of confessors to their prisons, or of martyrs to the 
flames. We are willing to acknowledge these tenets 
'have produced much mischief, in communities and 
nations, who have confounded babtism with rege- 
neration; but the mere belief of the title of infanta 
to that ordinsince, is a misconception of a positive 
institute, much less injurious than if it affected 
the vital parts of Christianity. But be it what it 
may we contend that it is impossihle, without a to- 
tal disregard of truth and decency, to assert that it 
is intrinsically and essentially more pernicious m 
&ts eflects^ than the numerouB mors and imperfe&<r 
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no scruple in tolerating in the hest organized chur- 
ches. It is but justice to add 9 that few or none have 
attempted to prove that it is so$ but have satisfied 
themselves with.axertain vague and loose declama* 
tion, better adapted to inflame prejudice, than to 
produce light or conviction. 

In the government of the church, there is a 
xhoice of i^ree modes of ^ppoceedure, each Consist- 
ent with itself, though not equally compatible with 
the dictates of reason or^-scripture. We may either 
open the doors 40 persons of ail sentiments and 
persuasions, who maintain the messiahship of 
Christ; or insist upon ^n ;absolute uniformity of 
belief; or limit the necessity of ^reenrent to arti- 
.cles deemed fundamental, leaving the :Bubocdinate 
points to the exercise of pHvaite judgment. The 
strict Baptists jiave feigned to themselves a fourth^ 
of which k is not less difficult to form aolear and 
.consistent conception, 'than of ,a founth dimension.-— 
They have pursued fthe <;lue by which other in- 
quirers have been con^.ucted, till titey arrived at a 
certain point, when they ^^fused to ppQceed a step 
further, without ,bein^ able to assign a single rea« 
son tor stopping, which would noit. equally prove 
they had iilready proceeded too far. 1 hey have at- 
tempted An incongruous mixture of liberal princi- 
fdes with a particular act of intolerance; and these^ 
ike the iron and clay in the feet of Nebuchadnez- 
zar's image, will ^not mix. Hence all that want of 
coherence and system in their mode of reasoningn 
^hicli might he ^expected in ^ defence jhqA , of j.. 
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gj^ppiaess^ if this be intended, it supersedes the use 
and necessitj of every branch of internal religion, 
if' it is not, we ask, Are correct views on the sub- 
ject of baptism to' be classed among those doc- 
tHnesP' 

Had we been contending for a^ indulgence to^ 
wards sueh as are convinced of the obligation of 
Believers'' baptism, but refuse to act up to their con- 
victions,- and shrink from the cross, some parts of 
the expostulation we hav^ quoted, might be consi- 
dered as pertinent; but to attempt to explain away 
a distinction^' the most important in theology, the 
onlj centre of harmony, the only basis of peace and' 
concord, and the"* grand bulwark opposed to the 
sophistry of the church of Rome, is a humiliating., 
instance of the' temerity and imprudence incident 
to the best of men.- The Jesuit Twtss, in that con- 
troversy witht^ the Protestants, which gave occasion 
to the inimitable defence of their ftrinciples by the 
immortal Chilliftgworth, betrayed the same impa* 
tience witb our author at this distinction; though in 
perfect consistence with the doctrines of a church 
which pretends, by an appeal to an infallible tribu- 
naly^ to decide every controversy^ and to preclude' 
every doubt. 

Nothing buf an absolute despair' of giving a' 
satisfactory reply to the arguments drawn from 
this quarter, could have tempted Mr. Booth to 
quarrel with a distinction so justly dear to all Pro* 
testants; and it is no small presumption of the just- 
ness of our sentiments, that ^e attempt to refut€( 
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iMtm is^^olinii (6 require the sfibrer&ian xS the m6st 
i^eeived axioms in theology, together with the 
Strange parader, that while much m,ore than we sup- 
^se is necessary to eoi^monion, nothing is essea* 
tial to satvatioii% In consideration, however, of th6 
iemhiirassment <yf our opponents, we feel it easy \o 
bverlo^k the effusions of their discontent; but as it 
Is not tisaal to consult the enemy on the choice ef 
yeapons, we shali Continue to employ such as w6 
finA taaii efiieavious, though they m;ay sotbe tlie 
most pleasant to the touch. 

SECTION Vi. 

^%e impdilty ^ ike practice of ttr^t tommuniafi 

tonsidered, 

tn the afrairs of religion and moridity, where a 
divine authority fa interposed, the first and chief at^ 
Mention is due to its dictates, which we are net 
|)Fermitted to Tiolate in the lea^t instance, though we 
j)roposed hy such violation to 'promote the interests 
"of religion itself, ^he scorns to be indebted even 
for conquest, to a foreign force: thc^ weapons of her 
Vfarfare tte not carnM. We have on this account 
carefully idistained from urging the imprudence 
of the ^neasure w'e have venturm to oppose, fronit 
an apprehension that we might be suspected of 
mtteropting to \)iAs the sufii*a^ of our readers, by 
'consideiations and motive«» disproportioned to the 
majesty of revealed truth. But bavins;, as I tru^* 
^nfficlefitly shewn that the practice of itritt toilr 

N 
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nunion derives no support from that quarter, .the 
way is open for the introduction of a few remarks 
en the natural tendency and effect of the two oppo- 
site systems. I would just premise that' I hope no 
offence will he given io Poedohaptists by denomi- 
nating their sentiments on the subject of haptism 
erroneous, as though it were expected that our as- 
sertion should be accepted for proofs It is design- 
ed as a simple statement of my opinion; and is as- 
sumed as the ba$is,of my reasoning with my stricter 
brethren. 

Truth and error, as they are essentially opposite 
in their nature, so the causes to which they are in- 
debted for their perpetuity and triumph, are not 
less so. Whatever retards a spirit of' enquiry^, is 
favorable to error;, whatever promotes it, to truth. 
But nothing, it will be acknowledged, has a greater 
> tendency to obstruct the exercise of fr-ee inquiry,, 
than the spirit and feeling of a party. Let a doc- 
trine, however erroneous, become a party distinc- 
tion, and it is at once intrenched-^ in interests and 
attachments which make it extremely difficult for 
the most powerful artillery of reason to dislodge 
it. It'becomes a point of honor in the leaders ot 
ftoch parties,, which is from thence conununicated 
:l9;their followers, to defend and support their re- 
spective peculiarities to the lastf smd as a natural 
consequence, to shut their ears against all the pleas 
and remonstrances by which they are assailed. 
Eventbe wisest and best of men are seldom aware 
how mjich they are susceptible of this sort of in- 
ftuencejl; ^nd- while the oflRir of a.world would be in- 
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^^ffideit to eikgige them, to recant a known ittx^i 
or to subscribe an acknowledged error, they are 
often retained in a willing captivity to prejudices 
and opiniotis ^hith have no other support, an 
which, if th^y could lose sight of party feelings, 
they would almost instantly abandon. To what 
other cause can we ascribe the attachment of Fe-' 
nrelon and of Pascal, men of exalted genius, and 
undoubted piety, to the doctrine of transubstantia- 
^n, afnd other innumerable ahsurdj^ies of the 
church of Rome? It is this alone which has insured 
' a- sort of immortality to those hideous productions 
of the human mind, the shapeless abortions of night 
aad darkness, which reason, left to it^telf, would 
have crushed in the moment of their birth. 

It is observable that scientific ' truths make their 
way in the worhl, with much more ease and ra- 
pidity than religious. No sooner is a philosophical 
opinion promulgated, than it undergoes at first a 
severe and rigorous scrutiny; and if it is found to 
coincide with the results of experiment, it is spee^ 
dily adopted, and quietly takes its place anions the 
improvements of the age. Every acquisition of this 
kind is considered as a common property; as and 
accession to the general stores of mental opulence. 
Thus the knowledge of nature, the further it ad- 
vances from its head, not only enlarges its channel 
by the accession of tributary streams, but gradu- 
ally purifies itself from the mixture of error. If we 
search for the reason of the facility with which 
scientific iroprovents established themselves in 
preference to religious^ we shall find it in the ah^ 
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se^ce of eombtna^Mm, in theri^ Mii|^ no dasa of 
ineR closely unHed^ who, hav^ nn interest, real or 
imaj^inary, in obstructing their progress. We hear 
it is true, of parties in the rep^biie of letters; bujtif 
such language is not to be ce^nsidered as entil-ety 
allusive and metaphoHcaH the ties which uaite them 
are so slight and feeble, compared to those, which 
attach to religious societies, as scarcely to desorre. 
the name. The spirit of party waa, maeh more sen* 
sibly felt in the aocient schools of philosophy than 
iA modern, oil account of philosophical inquiriea 
embracing a class, of subjects, whtfi^h are npvf consi* 
dered as i^o longer belonging to its province* Before 
revelation appeared, whatever is most deeply iij.'^ 
teresting in the contemplation of Go4, of man, or 
of a future state, f«U under the coffni^aD<;e of phi*, 
losophy; and hence it was cultiTaied. with no inqon« 
siderable portion of that moral sensibility, that soli- 
citude ano alternation of hope and fear, respebting 
an invisible state, which are now absorbed oy the! 
gospel. From that time t^t departoents of the^ 
ology and philoscu^y have become totally distinct^ 
and the genius or the former, free and unfettered. 

In religious inquiries, few feel themselves at lib- 
erty to follow, without restraint, th^ light of eTi« 
dence, and tlie guidance of truth, io ^consequence 
of some previous engagement with, a party; and 
thoueh the attachment to it might orisinatly be 
purely voluntary^ and still continuea such, the na^*. 
tural'love of consistency, the fear of shattie, tot 
gether with other motites suiBeiently obvious, pow« 
f rCitliy <|olitr$i|1j^ t0 ^r|ietti:»^9 ^4 ^^mJim. IjU^ 



Wh«o an attaclmi€Bt iathe fundamental truths ofi 
ireligion* is the basis of the alliance, the steadiness,; 
constancy, andpers^verence it produces, are of the 
utmost advantage; and. hence we admire the wis* 
dom of Christ m emplojing and consecrating the. 
social nature of man in the formation of a church. 
It is atterl-j impossible to calculate the benefits of 
the pttblioiiy and support which Chrbtianity de< 
fives froni that source; nor wiil it be doubted that 
the intrepidity evince^ in confessing the most ob- 
noxious truths, and enduring all the indignities and 
sttflerings which result from their promulgation, is 
in a great measure to be ascribed to the same cause.. 
The concentration of the wills and efforts of Chris- 
tians, rendered the church a powerful antagonist to 
the worlds But when the christian profession be-^, 
came split and divided into separate, communities^ 
each Of which, abng witk certain fundamental 
truths,^ retained a portion of error,, its reibrmation, 
became difficult, just in prop!ortion to the strength 
of these combinations. Religious parties Imply it 
tacit compact npt merely to. sustain the fundamen- 
tal truthft of revelation (which was the original de^ 
sign of the constitution of a church], bu^ also ta 
uphold the incidental peculiarities, by which tliey 
are distinguished. Tney are so many ramparts or 
fortifications, erected: in. order to ^ve a. security 
and support to certain systems of dpctrine and dis- 
cipline, beyond what they derive from their native, 
forc^ and evidence. 

The difficulty of reforming the corruptions otr 
(;^iristi«mty is ^at^ iH,a state 9f thin^. where thi( 
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feir of being eclipsed , And the anxtetj in effch^K^ 
nomination to ^x^end itself as much as possible, 
engage, in spite of the personal piety of its mem- 
bers, alt 'the soKcfttide and ardc^r which are not 
immediately devoted to the mo^t essential trnthfi^ 
where connect conceptions on subordinate subjects 
are scarciely aimed at, but the particular views 
which the party has adopted, are either -objects of 
indolent acquiescence, or zealous attachment. In 
such a state, opinions are 'no otherwise regarded, 
than as they affeet the jfttcrest;of a party; whate- 
ver conduces to augment its members, or it cre- 
dit, mutit be supported at all events; whatever is of 
a contrary tendency, discountenanced and sup- 
pressed. How often do we find much zeal expend- 
ed in tlje defence of sentiments, recommended nei- 
ther by their evfdefrcetior their importance, wliicb, 
cduld their' incorporation with -^n* established creed 
be forgotten, would be 'quietly consigned ^ to ob- 
livion. Thus the waters of life^ instead-of that un- 
obstructed circulation which would diffuse health, 
fertility, and beauty, are diverted from their chan- 
n^ls, and drawn into pools and reservoirs, where 
from their stagnant state they acquire feculence 
and polltition. 

The inference we would deduce from these fact-a 
( is, that if we wish to revive an exploded truth, or 
to restore an obsolete practice, Uns of* the greate&t 
moment to -present it tothe pubHc in a manner 
least likely to produce the collision of party. But 
i!iis is equivalent to saying, in other words, that it 
^OkHght not to be made the^basis of a soct; for th^ 



prejudices of pa»*ty are always reciprocal, and4nr 
IK) instance is that great law of motion more ap- 
plicable^ that reraction IS always-, equal 'to action^^ 
and contrary theret^^^ While it is maintained as » 
private opinion^ by which I mean one - not charac- 
teristic ofasect^ it stands upon its proper merits, 
minglfss with facility in' different societies, and in 
proportion to4t8 evidence, and the attention it ex- 
cites, insinuates itself like leaven,, till the whole is 
leavened. 

Such, it should seem,. was the conduct of the 
Baptists before the time of Luther. It appears 
from the testimony of ecclesiastical historians, that 
their sentiments prevailed to a considerable extent 
among.the Waldenses and Albig^nses, the precur- 
sors of the Reformation, to whom the crime of an- 
abaptism is frequently ascribed among other here- 
sies: it is probable,, however,^ that it did not prevail 
universally; nor. is there the smallest trace to be^ 
discovered of its being, made a term of com nui* 
nion. When thesame opinions on this, subject wer^ 
publicly revived in the s»teenth century, under the 
most unfavorable auspices, and allied with turbu- 
lence, anarchy,  and .blood, no v^onder^ they met 
with an unwelcome reception, and that contempla- 
ted through such a medium^ they incurred the re- 
probation of tlie wise and gpod. . Whether the Eng- 
lish Baptists held at first any part of the wild and 
seditious sentiments of the German fanatics, it i& 
difficult to say: supposing they did, (pf which i am 
not aware there is the smallest evidence) it is cer- 
taia tbey goon abandoned them; and'adopted thesr 
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^aiiife sjsVem of religion with ot)i%r noi^-'coWfbVt)A^ 
IstSy except, on the artkle of baptism. But it is 
^uch to be lamented that they 'continued to insist 
on that article as a term of communion, l^j which 
^hev excited the resentment of other denomina- 
tions, and facilitated th^ mean's of counfouhding 
them with the German Anabaptists, with whom 
they possessed nothing in common besides an opi* 
iiion oii one particular rite. One feature of resefti* 
Wance, however, joined to an rdenty of nanie, 
"was sufficient to surmount in the public feeling the 
impression of all the points of discfepancy or of 
contrast, and to subject them to a portion of tht^ 
infamy attachTed to the ferocious insurgents of 
Munster. From thait period, the si/ccess of t)ie 
l)aptist sentiments becamfe identified with th^ 

frrOwtb of &sect, whichv rising finder the most un« 
avorable auspices was entirely destitute of the 
Resources of worldly influence, i^hd the means of 
popular attraction; and an o|)inion which b;^ its na- 
tive simplicity and evidence, is Entitled to com- 
mand the Sunt ages of the worlds was pent up antl 
tonfined within the narrow precintjts of a party) 
\t4iere it labored und^r an insupportable weight 
of preiudice. It was seldom examined by an im- 
|)artiai appeal to the sacred oracles, or regarded in 
any other light than as the whimsical appen\]age of 
«i sect who disgraced themselves at the outset by 
the most cripninal excesses, and were at no aub^e- 
queut period sufficiently distinguished by fale&t ^ 

t^uxndbers to comma&d geneiul at^&t^on. 
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^tSthing is more common than for zeal tb oveP 
shoot its mark. If a determined enemy of th« 
Baptists had heen consulted on the most t^ifectual 
method of rendering their principles unpOpirlaiS 
-there is little douht hut that he would have r^conr- 
>mended -the very measures we have pursued: the 
first and most ohvious effect of whxch has been to 
regenet^ftte an inconceivable ma'ss of prejudice m 
other denominations.- To ^ockiim fo the world 
our determination to treat as <^ heathei^men anft 
publicans," all who are not immediately prepared 

• to concur with our views of baptism, what as it 
less than the language of hostility and defiance; ad- 
mirably adapted to discredit the party which ex- 
hibits, and the principles which have occasioned 
-such a Conduct By thus investing these principles 

 \vith an importance whrch does not belong to them> 
by making them co-extensive with the -existence of 
a church, they have indisposed men to listen to the 
evidence by which tlrey are supported; and attempt- 
ing to establish by authority the unanimity which 
should be the fruit of -conviction^ have deprived 

• tliemselves of the most effectual means of pro- 
ducing it. To say that stich a mode of proceeding 
is not adapted to convince, that refusing Peedubap- 
tists the right of -communion has no tendency to 
produce a cnange of views, is to employ most inade- 
quate language: it has a powerful tendency to the 
contrary; it can scarcely fail to produce impresnions 
most unlavorable to the system with which it *s coi- 

' nectedy impressions which the -gentlest mkidb^ndit 
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dtificult to distinguish from Die effects of ingiilt imd 
deeradatioD. 

It is iiot, however^ merely by tiiis sort of re-ftc* 
tion|» that prejudice is eicited unfavorable to tiie ex^ 
tension of our principles; but bj the instinctivie 
feelings of self-defence. Upon the- system of strict 
communion, the moment a member of a peedobap- 
^st church becomes^ confinced of the invalidity of 
his infant baptism, he mast deem it obligatory upon^ 
him to reHnqutsh his station, and* dissolve his eon* 
nection with the churchy and as a superiority of 
ministerial talents^ and character is a mere matter 
of preference, but duty a matter ot necessity, he 
must at all eyentft connect himself with a baptist 
congregation, whatever sacrifice it may cost himy 
and whatever loss he may incur. Though his pas-- 
tor should possess the profundity and' unction of 
an Edwards, or the^ eloquence of a* Spencer, he 
must quit him for the most superficial dectaimer, 
rather than be guilty of spiritual fornication , How 
is it possible* fof principles fraught with such a eo^ 
rollary, not to be contemplated with anxiety by our 
ptedobaptist brethren, wnof however they might be 
iiiaposed to exercise .candor towards our sentt- 
ments, considered in themslves, cannot fai| to per-^ 
ceive the most diaorganisins tendeney in this tneir 
usual appendage. Viewed in such ar connection, 
their prevalence is a blow at the very root of paev- 
dobaptist societies,, since the lament we succeed 
in making a convert, we disqualify him^ for conti>- 
Dcuiug a member. We deposit a seed of alienation 
and discord; which threatens their dissoluUQD; so 
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that n^ need not be stirprised if other denomina- 
tions should be tempted to compare us to the Eu-* 
|>hratean horsemen in the apocalypse, who are de- 
scribed as <^ having tails likh scorpions, and wiUi 
•them they did hurt.^' 

To these causes we must undoubtedly impute the 
superior degree of prejudice displayed oy that class 
4>f christian^) to whom we make the nearest ap** 
proach, compared to such as are separated from us 
-bj a wider interval. A disposition to fair and lib- 
eral concession on the points at issue, is almost con- 
ifin^ to the members of established <3hurches$ and 
while the most celebrated episcopal olivines, both 
Popish and Protestant, as weH as those of the 
£cotch church, feel no hesitation in acknowledging 
the import of the word baptize is to imrnBrse^ that 
such was the primitive mode -of baptism, and that 
the right of infants to thai ordi nance Js rather to be 
sustained on the ground of ancient usage than the 
authority of scripture, our dissenting brethren are 
displeased with these concessions, deny there is 
any proof that immersion was ever used in primi- 
^ve times, and spei^ of the extension of baptism 
to infants with as much confidence as though it were 
4imongst the plainest and most undeniable dictates 
.of revelation.* 



* CtmpbelU tpetking of (be aothon of 4fae va]fBl» vsnioii, ob- 
•erTe»«-*^ Some wi>rds they have transferred from the orifiaal in- 
to their langaage; oihert mey have tnmalated. Bat k woiiM «Dt 
he alwi^s easy to find iheir reason for whing ihis dtflerftOQejp^ 
That the wixCi,pmtmc they hsiv .UaMiati4 t9fTmMim\ «U(»h 
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To such & height has this afiimositjr been carried^ 
tiiat there ar^ not wanting persons who seem anxious 
to revive the reroUection of Munster, andbj repuh<» 
Ushing^the narrative of" the enormities peipetrated 
there, under the title of the History of the Baptists^ 
to implicate us in the- infamy and guilt of those 
transactions. While we must reprobate such a spir^r 
ity we are compelled to. acknowledge that the pracr 

ezActly eorreipondst in etymologjr: :but the word bmptisrm^ thej 
h«ve reUined, changii.g; only the letters from Greek to Roman. 
Yet the latter was jast as susceptible of a literal version into Latia 
as the former. ImmeraiOf tinctio, answer* as exaolly in one. ca&e» 
as circtpnciaio in the other." \ tittle after he observes-^'' I should 
think the word im one rsion (whxh though of . Latin origin, is an 
English noun, regularly formed from the word to immerse,) a bet- 
ter Eng'ish name than bMpiisro, were we now at hberty to make a 
ehoice; but we are noC'^^Prelim. Dissert . to the Tram, of the 
Gh9ptl, page 3H> 355, 4tfi rd - <  H e elsewhere (nentions it %8 
ODe of the scronji;e8t instances of prejudice, that he has known 
tome pi:rions of pjetjc- who;h:|ye denied that the word baptize sig- 
Dififs to immerse. a 

With respect t) the subject, jt,is worthy of observation that the 
authors of the celebrated scheme of p' 'pish doctrine and discipline 
called the Interim, enumerate the bapt'ism of infants among tradi- 
tions^ and that in the most empbaiic manner. For having stated 
that thechqrchhas two ruJes of faith, ser'piure and tradUiooy 
they observe, after »rieaiin5;>f the first, eecletia habet guo^ue trQ' 
ditUmee^ inter alxu btipiutniH ^rw*hrum,*^ Stc. O.ey mention, 
kowever, no other, from whence it i%. natural to infer that they 
considered this as the strongest instance of that species of rules. 
The total silence of scripture has induced not a few of the roo^t 
iUustrious scholars to consider infant baptism not of divine righl ; 
amongst whom, were we disposed to boast of gr^at names, we 
iaaight mention Salmastus, Suicer, and above atl, Sir Isaac Newton^ 
who, .If we may believe the ht^neWWhiston, frequently dclared 
to him his conviction that the Baptists were the only Chrisrianc 
who had not symbolisced with the chosch of Bpme*— 616^ Whi9f 
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tSce of exclusive communioa is admirably adapted to* 
excite it, in minds of a certain order. 

That practice is not lefts objectionable on another 
ground. By discouraging Peedobaptists from fre-^ 
quenting our assemblies, it militates against the^ 
most eft'ectual means of diffusing sentiments which 
ive consider most consonant to the sacred oracles^ 
It cannot be expected that pious worsliippers will 
attend, except from absolute- necessity, where they 
are detained, if we may so speak, in the courts of 
the Gentiles, and~deniedac,cess to the interior privi- 
leges of the sanctuary. 

The congregations accordingly, where this prac- 
tice prevails, are almost entirely composed of per- 
sons^of our own persuasion^ who are so far from re- 
quiring an additional stimulus, that it is much often- 
er necessary to restrain than to excite their ardorf 
while the only description of persons who could be 
possibly benefited by instruction ai*e out of its reach; 
compelled by this intoleraat practice to join socie.* 
ties, where they will hear nothing but what is adapi> 
ted to confirm them in th^r ancient prejudices. 
Thus an impassable barrier is erected* betwixt the 
Baptists ana other denominations in. consequence of 
which, few opportunities are afforded of tryin^ the 
effect of calm and serious argi mentation, in situa^* 
tions were alone it could prove effectual. In thosj^ 
baptist churches in which an opposite plan has beei> 
adopted, the attendance of sucli as are not of our 
sentiments meeting with no discouragement, is often 
extensive; Baptists and Peedobaptists, by parti ci pa* 
tiog in the s^me privilegesi become closely united ia 



1S8 

fli« ties of friendship; of which the ^flTectis unHbnn^ 
Ij found to be a perpetual increase in the number cff 
the former, compared to the latter, till in some soci* 
eties the opposite sentiments have nearlj subsided 
And disappeared. 

^ior is tiiis more than might b^ expected from the 
nature of things, supposing us to have truth oh our 
side. For admitting this to be the case, what can 
^ve ipermanence to the sentiments to which we are 
opposed, except a recfumbent indolence, or an active 
prejudice; and is it not evident that the practice of 
^exclusive communion has the strongest tendency to 
foster both those evils, the former bj withdrawing, I 
might say repelling, the erroneous from the best 
means of instruction; the latter by the ^ipparent 
harshness and severity of such a proceeding* it is 
not by keeping at a distance from mankind that we 
must expect to acquire an ascendency over them, 
;but by approaching, by ^conciliating them, and «eC!l- 
rine a passage to their understanding through th^ 
medium of their hearts. Truth will glide into the 
mind through the channel of the affections, which 
were it to approach in the naked majesty of evt« 
xlence, would meet with a certain repulse. 

Betraying a total ignorence of forgetfulness at 
these Indubitable facts, what is the conduct of otir 
opponents? They assume a menacing aspect, pro- 
claim themselves the only true 'Church, and assert 
that they alone are entitled to the christian sacra- 
ments. None are alarmed at this language, none 
are induced to submit, but turning with a smile or a 
frown to ^entterleaders^ they leaicenslo triiimpk 
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without a combdty mid todispute without' an oppo^ 
Xient. 

If we consider the* way in which men arele<l to* 
form just conclusions on the principal subjects of ' 
controvet-sj^ we shall not^ often find^that it is the 
fruit of an independent efiort of mind; determined' 
to s^kroh for truth in her most hidden recesses^ and^ 
Qiscover lier undtr ererjr disguise. The number of 
such elevated spirits is small; and' though evidence' 
is the onlV sonree of rational conviction, a* variety 
isA favorabfe circumstances usually contribute to* 
briagit into contact wi^ the mind, such as frequentr 
intercourse, a favorable disposition towards the par- 
ty which maintains it, habits of deference and res- 
pect, and' gratitude for benefits received. The 
practice of confining commuBion to our own denom- 
mation, seems studiously contrived to preclude us^ 
from these advantages^ and to transfer them to thev 
opposite* sidie; 

The policy of intoleranceis- exactly proportioned 
to the capacity of inspiring fear. The church of 
Borne for many ages practised it, with infinite ad- 
vantagoj because she possessed ample means of in-^ 
tifldidationi fler priae ffrew with her success, her 
intolerance with her pride; and she did not aspire' 
to tiie lofty pretensionof being:the only true church 
tiU she saw monarchs at her feet, and held king- 
doms in chains; till she was flushed with victory^ 
giddy with her •elevatian rand drunk with the blood 
of the saintSi But what wa» policy to her, would 
be the- height of infatuation in as, who are neither 

eAtitlsd bjr our ^ituatioPi juorby ^ur/crimes; to «»^ 
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^ire to iliis guilty preeminence. I am ftilly )>erstii« 
•'ded that few of our brethren have duly renected tm 
^the strong resemblance vtrhich subsists betwixt the 
pietensions of the church of Home and the princi- 
ples implied in strict communion; both equally in- 
torlerant, the one armed -with pains and penalties, 
the other, I trust, disdaining such aid; the one the 
intolerance of power, the other of weaicness. 

From a full conviction that our views as a denom- 
ination correspond with thtB dictates of scripture, it 
is impossible for meto^ntertain a doubt of their ul- 
timate prevalence; but unless we retrace our steps 
and cultivate a xordial union with our fellow chris- 
tians, i greatly question whether their success will 
in any degree be ascribahle to our i^fforts. It is 
xniich more probable that the light will arise in an- 
other quarter, from persons by whom we are un- 
known, but who, in' consequence of an unction from 
the Holy One. are led to examine the scripture with 
perfect impartiality, and in the ardor of their pur- 
-suit after truth, alike -to overlook the misconduct ^f 
those who have opposed, and of those who have 
maintained it. 

Happily, the final triumph of truth i« not depen- 
dant on human modes of exhibitioQ;^^Man is the re- 
cipient, not the author of it: it partakes of the na- 
ture of the Deity; it is his ofispring, its indissoluble 
.relation to whom is a surer pledge of its perpetuity 
«nd support than finite power or policy. While we 
arc at a certainty respecting the final issue, "the 
times and the seasons God hath put in his own pow- 
Br4^^ jiorare we eve^; more liable to err^ thaa when 
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Tn surveying the purposes of God, we descend from 
the eleYation of general views, to a minute specifi- 
cation of times and instruments. How long the 
ordinance of bap'tism, in its purity and simplicity, 
may be doomed to neglect, it is 'not for us to con- 
jecture; but of this we are fulfy persuaded, it will 
never be generally restored to the church through, 
the medium of a party. This mode of procedure 
^a»been already sufficiently tried, and is found ut- 
terly ineffectual. 

The labor bestowed upon these sheets has not a- 
risen from an indifference to the interst^ of -truths 
l)ttt from a sincere wish to promote them, by disen- 
gaging it from the unnatural confinement in which 
it has been detained by the injudicious conduct of 
its advocates, llow far the reasoning adduced, or 
the spirit dispUyed on this subject, is entitled to ap- 
probation, mult be left to the judgment of the reli- 
gious public. If any offence has been given by the 
appearance bf unbecoming severity, it hiII give me 
real concern; and the more so because there are not 
41 few ttmongst our professed opponents in this con^ 
troversy, to whom I look up with undissembled es- 
te'em and veneration. 

Having ommitted nothing which appeared essen- 
vtially connected with the subject, 1 hasten to ch)se 
this disquisition; previously to which, it may not be 
improper briefly to recal the attention to the prin- 
'cipal topics of argument. AVe have endeavored to 
shew that the practice of strict communion derives 
no support from the supposed priority of baptism to 
the Lord's "Strnpertn tht! ori^frcf w^etitu+icrj. vhith 
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order is exactly the reverse; that it is not conntenaiH 
ced by the tenor of the Apostles' commission, Dor 
by apostolic precedent, the spirit of which is in our 
favor, proceeding on principles totally dissimilar to 
the case under dncussion; that the opposite practice 
18 enforced hy the obligations of christian chafity; 
tliat it is indubitably comprehended within the can- 
on which enjoins forbearance towards mistaken 
brethren; that the system of our -opponents trn- 
churches every I'eedobaptist community; that it 
rests on no general principle; that it attempts te 
establish an impossible medium; that inflicts a pun« 
ishment which is capricious and unjust; and fin^aJIy^ 
that b^ fomenting prejudice, and precluding the 
inost effectual means of conviction, it defeats its own 
purpose. 

Should the reasoning under any t>ne of these 
beads be found to be conclusive, li(^wever it may 
fail in others, it will go far towards establishing 
our leading position, that no church has a right to 
establish tenns of commutnotiy 'Which are not terms 
of salvation. With high consideration of the talents 
of many of myrbrethren who differ from me, I have 
yet no apprehension that the sum total of the argu- 
ment admits a satisfactory. reply* 

A tender consideration of human imperfection 
is not merely the dictate of revelation, but the lavr 
of nature, exemplified in the most striking man- 
ner, in the conduct of him whom we profess to 
follow. How wide the interval which separated his 
religious knowledge and attainments from that df 
;his.disciples; he, the fountain of illumination, they 
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encompassed with intimities, fi'ut did' ^e recede 
from tnem on that acco^untP Not he drevi^ the bontf 
of union closer, imparted successive strerms of ef- 
fulgence, till he iacorporated' his' spirit with theirs^ 
apd eWvated them into, a near^ resembiktice of 
himself, tn, imitating bj our cotltl^ct toward^ oui^ 
mistaken brethren this^ griea£ exemplar, We cannot 
err; Bj walking together with them aa fiir a's we 
are agreed, onr ^reement' wilt ^:itend9 otir diflfer- 
encea lessen,. aqdiove^ which rejoiteth in tJie truthj 
will gradaaily open our hearts to higher antf noblec 
inspirations. 

Migbt we indulge a. hope that not dhiy our de- 
nominatlQn, but every , other desGriptiob of. Chris- 
tiayis,; wo^ldiact upoa, the^e princibl^s, we should 
bail the dawn of a brighter day, ana coiisid^r it a'^ 
snea4:er ;a{q;>roa€h.to the uUimate triUn^ph of the 
churchy than the afinaTs. of time have yet recorded^ 
In. the aGOompUahmeiit of our Savior's prdjer, we 
should behold a demonstration of the divinity of 
his mission, which the most impious conld nor re- 
sist; we should behold in the church a peaceful 
haven, inviting us to retire from the tossings and 
perils of this unquiet oceans to a sacred inclosure, 
a sequestered spot, which the storms and tempests. 
of the world were^ not permitted to inVade« 

*< Intos aqute dtileeir vivoqae «6dilhi aaxo; 
Nympharufii domus.* hie terasDon vinctila nafei 
Vila t«iieat, uaco aon atiigat anohora monu." 
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The genius of the gospel, let it onee for all be re^ 
membered, is not ceremonial, but spiritual, consist*- 
ing not in meats or drinks, or outward observances^ 
but in ^ the cultivation of such interior graces, as 
compose the essence of virtue, perfect the character^ 
and purify the helkrt. These form the soul of rell^ 
gion; all the rest are but her terrestrial attire, which 
she will laj aside when she passes the threshold of 
eternity. When, therefore, the obligations of hu* 
mility and love come Into competition with a punc* 
tual observance of external. rites, the genius of reli- 
gion will easily determine to which we should in- 
cline: but when the question is not whether we shall 
attend to them ourselves, but whether we shall en- 
force them on others, the answer is still more rea- 
dy. All attempts to urge men forward even in the 
right path, beyond the measure of their light, are 
impracticable in our situation, if they were lawful; 
and unlawful, if they were practicable. Augment 
ttieir light, conciliate their aSections^and they witi 
ftllow of their own accordk 
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AN objectitmto'the faypdthesis 'whieb assi^nn^^ 
^e orisia of christian baptim-ta tHe commissrotf 
which the Apostles received at our LofcTs resurrec-* 
tit)D^inaj possiWy be^urged from the baptisms^ per- 
ibrmed by his' disciples during ^is personal'' minis'^ - 
try; and* as no notice^ is taken of that Icircumstance 
In the body of the work, I beg leare to submit the 
T(Mlowing observations^ t(f^ the reader:— We are in*- 
fsrmed bygone of the even^li^sts, thafe^Christ, by the^ 
instrumentality of his disciples,' at - one * period « 
^ made and bapthced ; more disciples' than John."* 
The followmg 'remarks may possibly cast some light 
oir thig subject:— 

li A divine commission was given to the son of 
Zechaviah, to announce the speray manifestation of 
the Messiah; or which is equivalent^ to declare that- 
•<the'Kingdem of God was at handj^^ with an in- 
junction solemnly to immerse in water as many asy 
in consequence of that intdTigenci^ professed re- 
pentance and reformation of life; and as he was the 
only person who had been known to initiate his dis- 
ciples by that rite^ it was natural for him to be di^' 
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tinguished br the appellation of the Baptist or the 
Immerser. rhe scriptures are totally silent res- 
pecting an J mission to baptize* apArt from his. It 
IS by no means certain , however, that he was the 
only person who performed that ceremony: indeed,- 
when we consider the prodigious multitudes who 
flocked to him,: the <' inhahHantsof Jerusalem9 Ju- 
dsa, and all the r^on round about Jordan," it 
seems scarcely- practicable: he most probably em- 
ployed 'Coadjutors, though the; practice having ori* 
ginated wtth^iim, it was foreign to the purpose of 
the evangelists to notice that circumstance. 

2. Oar iiord, wha^ had already evinced the pro** 
foundest respect to his mission, by receiving bap- 
tism at hishands^ was, in consequence of h» being 
tlie Messiah, undoubtedly authorised personally to^ 
perform smy reli^ons rite or office which was at that 
timeia forcoy as well as- to^ delegate totii^ers the 
power of performing it$ and as immersion in token 
of repentance and preparation for the Kingdom of 
Gody then at hand,^. was^n ^important branch, of the 
religion then obligatory, it was with the greatest pro- 
priety tte^t. he not only submitted to it niniself but 
authorised his disci pies to perform it» This j how- 
ever, is by no means suHcient to (constitute a dis^- 
<tilict rite or ordinaOK^e;, ands^nce it .was not accom- 
^nied with adistinctoonfessioa of faith nor posses- 
sed any distinct sigi^ig^ation, i^t could not be consd* 
ered as originating a new institution but as a Inere Co- 
operation with his forerunner in one &the same work. 

3. We have alreadj^ shewn at laiige that the prin- 
cipal difference betwixt John's baptism, and that 

^^^^ ^f Apostles were commissioned tQ perform 
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after our Saviour's ascension* consisted in the Tor* 
mer not being^ celebrated in the name of Jesus. But 
.there is just as much difficulty in supposing it per- 
formed bj his disciples in that name, durine his 
^bodeon earth, as by his forerunner. It woulahave 
equally defeated the purpose of that caution ivhich 
lie uniformly maintained^ and it is absurd to sup- 
pose that he would strictly cha^ his disciple^ t6 
tell no man that he was the Christ, while he author- 
ised them to disclose that Tery secret to the mixed 
inultitude, as often as they baptized; nor could the 
use of his name in that ordinance be separated frotn 
such a disclosure. 

4. In addition to this, itmust be remietiiberedthct 
.:John and our Lord (by the hands of his* disciples) 
both baptized atthe same period: theii^ ministty was 
contemporary. Now if we assert thit bii r Lord' en- 
joined one confession of faith in blEiptism, and John 
another, we shall have different dispensations of 
religion subsisting at tiie same time, and must sup- 
pose the people were under an obligation to believe 
one thing as the disciples of John, and another a« 
the disciples of Christ. But this it is impossible to 
admit. There is unquestionably at all seajsons, li 
^perfect harmony in the economies of religion, sb 
that two diWerent ones are never in force at one and 
the same time. The first ceases when the next suc- 
ceeds, just as Judaism was abolished by Christianity 
and th« Pitriiarchal dispensation superseded by Ju- 
^aistn. Unless we are prepared to assert thsit th^ 
/dispensations of religion are not obligatory, tsht 
^ght in which they must be considerea is that of 



'Jdifferenllaw or codes of la wf but it is essential t6 tire 
' nature of laws, that the ncw*one, except it be merely 
' 4leclaratory,inTaFiably repeals the old. la whatever 
:4)articular itdiffers« it necessarily abolishes or annuls 
the former. But as^Johu continued to baptize by 
' divine^uthoritj, at the same time wfth the disciples 
of our .SavioF^'it is evident his institution was not 
superseded. Consequently, it was of -such a nature 
that it could subsist in conjunction wRh <lhe baptisms 
j)erformed by our -Lord, through the' hands of his 
Apostles. ': But for tlie reason already ^alleged, this 
'Could not have been the case, iiless it had been one 
4ind the same thing. The inference'! wish to de- 
duce from the whole is, that the baptisms celebrated 
.by Christ^s disciples during'^bis personal ministry, 
' in BO respect'^ differed from John's either in Ihe ac- 
tion itsiBllT, or in the import, but were merely a joi&t 
•'^execution of the same work; agreeably to which, we 
^iind a. perfect identity- in the language wliich our 
Savior enjoined his disqiplea • to* use., and in the 
:^preachU)g of John: <* Repent ye,' for^the^'Ringdom of 
' God is at hand." Whatever -information our Lord 
imparted t^ his disciples beyond- th&t which was 
• communicated by his forerunner, ^(^hich we aTl 
know was much) wa^ given in detached portions, 
at distirict intervals,Jind was oever embodied or in:- 
.4:orporated with any positive institution, till after 
bis ascension, which may be considered as the com- 
mencement of the christian dispensation^ iniA 
citric test sense* 

THE END. 



^ 



\ 



.::--^ 



Sb.^.. 



Li/ilr. 



*• 



\ 



~\ 



